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An Examination of tbe Pafjages in'the Old Teftament, 
md HATAN occur, 


` in which the Words: DEVILS 


_ and what is related of him. 


“HE. firft text in which the former word'is — 


. mentioned is, Liv. xvii. 7. And they fhall 
no more offer their facrifices unto Devils, after 
whom they have gone a whoring.— That by De- 
vils is meant, the idols or objects of idolatry only, 
is plain, from Deut. xxxil. 16, 17. They (the 
Ifraelites) provoked God to jealoufy with their 


- ftrange gods; they facrificed unto Devils,* not to 


God ; to gods whom they knew not; to new gods 
that came newly up, whom your fathers feared not. 


- Of Jeroboam, it is relíted; 2 Chron. xi. 15. 


That he ordained him priefts for the high places, 
and for the Devils, and for the calves which he 
had made.—They facrificed to the calves, 1 Kings, 
xii. 31, 32. He made other gods and molten 
images to provoke God to anger. xiv. 9. | 
In Pfal. cvi. 35. 38, it is related of the people of 
Ifrael, when they were mingled with the Heathen, 


* Dr. Taylor, in his Hebrew Concordance, faith, * Ie 


fignifies hairy, or a goat, fo called from its fhaggy hair. 
The deities worfhipped, in Egypt, {uch as oxen, dogs, wolves, 


monkeys, goats.’ It may juft be obferved, that the word. 


Devil doth not once occur in the Old TeRament. 
| B | and 
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and fearned their works, That they ferved their 
idols, which was a {nare unto them; yea, they fa- 
crificed their fons and their (daughters unto Devils, 
ʻi. e. to the idols of Canaan. Of the Heathen, the 
Apoftle faith, The things which the Gentiles facri- 
fice, they facrifice to Devils; and I would not that. 
ye fhould have fellowfhip with Devils. ı Cor. x. 
20. viii. 7. 10. Deut. xii. 30, 31. Rev. ix. 20. 
The firft text in which the word Satan occurs, in 
our tranflation, is, 1 Chron. xxi. 1. And Satan 
ftood up againft Ifrael, and provoked (or moved 
David, as the fame original word is rendered in the 
next verfe) tv number Hrael; or, as it is worded, 
2 Sam. xxiv. ı, Again the anger ofthe “Lord -was 
kindled againft Ifrael, and he moved David againft 
them to fay, Go, number Tírael and Judah.* 
‘Whenever the people were numbered, from twen- 
ty years old and upwards, each one, whether rich, 
or poor, is commanded to pay halfa fhekel, Exod. 
xxx. 11, &c. This was to be applied to the fer- 
vice of the tabernacle of the congregation, that it: 
may be a memorial unto the children of Ifrael be- 
fore the Lord, to make an atonement for their 
fouls, But there is not even the leaft hint in either 
of the fore-cited chapters, that David intended, or 
gave any order to Joab to collect the half fhekel of 
the people that were numbered. And it is plain, 
that Joab, his chief General, looked upon the 
King’s command as abominable; and faid to him 


_ * Mr. Farmer obferves, in his Anfwer to Dr. Worthington, 
p. 53, That the authors of the Septuagint did not imagine 
there was any reference to Satan in 1 Chron. xxi. i. which 
théy render xa: avesn diaSoros (not Diabolos ev rw ıspaer, and 
there arbfe an enemy in lirael. Even in ‘reference to a good 
angel, the Hebrew word is tranflated diaCoan, by the Septua- 
gint, Numb. xxii. 32. which therefore muft denóte oppofition 
without malice. Inreference'co the fame angel, the Septuae 
gintules the verb from: which diaboros is derived. 
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he e A ck ON O NE, E PPP ni nn | 





a E ¬ 


Ej 


( 3) | 
Why doth my Lord require this thing ? Why will 
he be a caufe of trefspafs to Ifrael? And when he 
and the inferior offigers had executed the King's 


command, at leaft in part, and returned to him with 


the lift of the men, it appears plain he very foon 
recollected he had trefpaffed by not obferving the 
command of God, in Exodus. 1 Chron. xxi. 8. 
In his confeffion, mentioned in this chapter, it doth 
not in the leaft appear, he perceived in himfelf that 
he was tempted by Satan to commit the fin, or that 
he was moved to it by God; and indeed, as God 
charged him with the fin, or tranfgreffion, we can- 


not fuffer ourfelves to admit he was either the fole- 


or partial caufe of it.* From David's oppofing 


Joab's judgment and remonftrance againft number- `. 


ing the people, it is evident he was determined upon 
it from whatever caufe it arofe. 


Farther, it appears from Samuel, juft cited, that 


previous to this, Hrael, or the people had finned, 
and it provoked God ; for, itis faid, Again the an- 


ger of the Lord.was kindled againft Ifrael. What 
their former fin was, ts not mentioned ; but for that, 


as well as for their prefent tranfgreffion, God pu- 


_ nifhed the people ; asis related, 2 Sam. xxiv. ı1, 


St. David again confeffed, that as he alone had 
finned, he .and and his family only deferved to be 
punifhed. | 


* Though the original word tranílated ** moved,”” doth in 
moft texts where it occurs, properly fignify flirred up, per- 
fuaded, or enticed by the influence which one perfon hath over 
or upon another, to engage him to att conformable thereto, 
as appears in thefe texts, Deut. xiii. 6, 7. Jofhua xv. 18. 


1 Kinge xxi. 2ç. 2 Chron. xviii. 2. yet it cannot well be ade . 


mitted in the cafe under confideration, for as the Apollle 
James faith, As God cannot be tempted with evil, neithcr 
tempted he any man. i.e. by any real influence on his ınind 
to excite him to do that which is evil. 


Ba F inally, 


(+) 

Finally, I obferve, that in the facred writings 
extant, prior to the writing the book of Chroni- 
cles, there is not the een of any angel 
being caft out of Heaven oR-Account of his having 
finned againft God, as the common opinion of fuch 
an apoftate fpirit; and therefore the writer of it, 
by the word Satan, could not intend fuch a being. 
Indeed, had any of thofe writers made mention of 
fuch a being, and that he had tempted or provoked 
any of the people to fin by his fecret wiles or fug- 
geftions, there would then be fome plaufible ground 
to fuppofe that Satan provoked David to number 
the people: but it is certain they have not, even 
in a fingle inftance. The Satan, or adverfary, that 
excited him to undertake it, probably was his 
pride, or fome other inordinate or criminal defire 3 
or perhaps, the fear of a formidable enemy. One 
or other of thefe, it is probable, led him to over. 
tule thé better judgment and expoftulation of Joab, .- 
who was entirely againft it. That it was his act only, 
is plain, from his own words. 1 Chron. xxi. 8. 17. 

The next text where the word Satan occurs, 1s in 
Job.i.8. and 11. 1.2. Thata fallen angel, ora wicked 
apoftate fpirit is not meant, appears to me, at leaft 
highly probable, from the following confiderations : 
One is, it is very incredible that the Lord fhould 
hold the converfation there related, with fuch a 
being, and alfo that he fhould give him leave to 
afflict his pious fervant with the fore diforder of the 
boils merely to gratify the groundleís and invidious 
infinuation or charge of fuch a wicked fpirit ; that 
his ferving God was not from a pious and good 
principle, but becaufe he had blefled him with an 
abundance ; but, that if he endangered his life, he 
would rebel againft him. In either view of this 
relation, it certainly 1s without any precedent in 
all the Bible ; and, I own, I cannot reconcile the 

۱ latter 
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latter part with the many declarations in thofe very 


`` writings in which 1s God’s regard to thofe 
= that ferve him, in manner as is related of 
Job’s piety to God; his paternal regard for his 


children's religious welfare and happinefs ; and his 
acts of beneficence manifefted to the neceffitous, 
related in chap. xxix. 

That neither Job, nor his wife believed the boils 
were inflicted by Satan, as a wicked fpirit, but by 
the hand of God, is plain, from chap. il. 9, 10. and 
from chap. 1. 21. it is equally piain he believed that. 
his other afflictions came upon him from God; and 


- from the fpeeches of his friends, it is alike evident 


that they underftood all his afflictions came upon 
him by the appointment of God; and after the 
Lord had blefled him with a double portion of 
goods, as. chap. xlii. 10, 11. it is faid, Then came 
there unto him, all his brethren and all his fitters, 


a. and all they that had been of his acquaintance be- 
fore, and they bemoaned over him all the evils that 


the Lord had brought upon him; and, according to 
the cuftom of that time, and what is fimilar with it 
at prefent in the Eaftern countries, every man allo 
gave him a piece of money, and, every one an ear- 


_ ring of gold. 


Laftly, I obferve in all that is related of Satan, 
refpecting Job, there is not the leaft intimation of 
his infufing into his. mind evil thoughts, or ex- 
citing in him any inordinate defires, by which he 
tempted him to fin againft the Lord, either prior 
to, or after he was afficted with the boils. 

The next text in which the word -Satan is men- 
tioned is, Zach. iu. t, &c. The firft fix chapters 
appear to contain a revelation by a vifion made to 
the prophet concerning the Ifraelites, upon their 
return from the Babylonian czpsivity, and their 
building the raed and ne principal perfons 
that are mentioned ar2 Jothua aid Zerubbabel. 

This 
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_ This appears highly probable by confulting the 
time when the prophet lived and prophefied, and 
comparing what he fays ln context, we are con- 
fidering with what is relatéd. Ezra v. Then the 
prophets Haggai, and Zachariah the fon of Iddo, 
_ prophefied unto the Jews that were in Judea and 
Jerufalem, in the name of the God of Ifrael, even 
unto them. Then rofe up Zerubbabel the {fon of 
Shealtiel, and Jefhua the fon of Jofzadak, and be- 
gan to build the houfe of God which 1s at Jerufa- 
lem, and with them were the prophets of God 
helping them: 1. e. by their prophefying. Their 
adverfaries are thus defcribed: At that time came 
to them Tatnai, Governor on this fide the river; 
and Shether-boznai, and their companions, and faid 
thus to them: Who hath commanded you to build 
the houfe and make the walls? Then faid we unto 
them, after this manner; What are the names of 
the men that make this building ? In fhort, they 
would have made them defift from building, and 
wrote to Darius for that purpofe ; but it ftands re- 
corded thus: The eyes of the Lord were upon the 
elders of the Jews, fo that they, (their adverfaries, 
or Satan) could not caufe them to ceafe till the af- 
fair came before Darius, who made a decree, that 
they fhould not only fuffer the building to go on, 
but alfo affift the builders with fuch things as might 
be needful. 

Another text in which the word Satan occurs, is, 
Pfal. cix. 6. Set thou a wicked man over him, (i. e. 
mine enemy) and let Satan ftand at his right hand.* 
It is exceeding plain that in the context David is 
{peaking of men who were his enemies, he faith, 


® On this verfe Dr. Patrick comments, Let the worft man 
that can be found be appointed to hear his caufe when he is ac- 
eufed, and his moft malicious adverfary plead againft him. 


For 
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_For my love, they are my adverfaries. But the 
Hebrew word E and alfo in the 


verfes 20, 2g, 1s the e asin verfe 6, tranflated 
Satan.* Had the word in the former verfes been 
tranflated as in the latter, it would be, They are 
my Satans. But, I judge, there is no difcerning 
man who can believe that the perfons he had men- 
tioned as the wicked, who encompaffed him about 
with words of hatred, and fought againft him, were 
fallen angels, but men only. 

Befides the foregoing texts where the words De- 
vils and Satan occur, there are others wherein men- 
tion is made of an evil fpirit, that, by fome per- 
fons, may be interpreted and underftood to intend 
a fallen angel, and therefore be urged againft what 
I have aflerted refpecting the entire filence of thofe 
writings concerning fuch a being. Thefe texts 
will be confidered, and the firft I will produce is, 
1 Kings, xxii. 21, 22, 23.f The occafion of the 
Prophet’s mentioning the vifion, is related in the 
foregoing verfes, which need not be cited. The 
vifion will be eafily difcerned, and alfo allowed to 
be not a relation of a fact, which then took place, 
but only a reprefentation made to the Prophet re- 
lative to Ahab and Jechofhaphat’s going to befiege 
Ramoth Gilead. Farther, it appears to me highly 
improbable, at leaft, that the Prophet believed, the 
fpirit faid, to come forth, or out from among the 
good angels, who are reprefented as ftanding be- 


* See Taylor’s Hebrew Concordance, No. 1928. 

+ And there came forth a fpirit and flood before the Lord, 
and faid, I will perfuade him, i.e. Ahab. And the Lord 
faid, wherewith? And he faid I will go forth and will be a 
lying fpirit in the mouth of all his prophets; and he faid, thou 
fhalt perfuade and prevail alfo, go forth and do fo. Now 
therefore behold the Lord hath put a lying fpirit in the mouth 
of all thefe thy prophets, and the Lord hath fpoken evil cone 
cerning thee, 


fore 
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fore the throne of God, was intended to reprefent 
a fallen angel, or apoítate en and, I think it 
- will appear in that light to“évery one who attends 
to the pafage. I judge it will alfo be granted to 
have been equally improbable to the Prophet, that 
God fhould fend fuch a being to execute the mef- 
fage there related. “That which, in my opinion, is 
an Unanfwerably ftrong and decided proof of the 
juftnefs of the foregoing obfervations, refpecting 
the Prophet’s opinion of the evil fpirit not being a 
fallen angel, is the entire filence of the Scriptures, 
that fuch a being had been caft eut of Heaven, as, 
{ have already obferved; and it is paft doubt, that 
in the vifion there is not the leaft hint that the evil 
{pirit was a reprefentation of one of them. ` 

If it is admitted the vifion was fubfequent to 
what is related of the 400 prophets who prophefied 
to Ahab and Jehofhaphat, that fuccefs would at- 
tend their befieging Ramoth Gilead, it is plain, 
that the former was already perfuaded of the truth 
of their prediétion, particularly by what is faid of 
Zedekiah and the other prophets, v. 11, 12. But 
. ` fuppofing it fhould be granted that the evil fpirit 
who came forth and offered to go and perfuade 
Ahab reprefents a fallen angel, yet it will not 
prove there is more than one. 

I may ftill add, that whoever will be at the pains 
to look at the numerous’ texts in the Old Tefta- 
‘ment, particularly in Jeremiah and Ezekiel, wherein 
mention is made of the falfe prophets, will not find 
the leaft hint that they were ftirred up, or excited 
to prophefy falfely; and thereby deceive the peo- 
ple, by an evil {pirit, i. e. a fallen angel. But 
thofe writings have affigned very different and ap- 
parent caufes, from whence they were induced or 
excited to deceive the people by their prophefying 
falfe things, as the prophets did we have men-- 
tioned, 

On 
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۔‎ Onthe whole, there doth not feem to be the leaft 
proof that the evil fpirit, mentioned in the vifion, 
was defigned to reprefent a fallen angel; or was fọ 


- underítood by the prophet to whom it appeared. 


Another text I fhall take under confideration, is, 
1 Sam. xvi. 14,* &c. Previous to my offering 
any obfervations upon it, I judge it will be proper 
to attend to what is related in chapter the tenth, 
wherein mention is made of God’s fending Samuel 
to choofe Saul, and anoint him to be King over his 
people. To whom Samuel faid, The {pirit of the 
Lord will come upon thee, and thou fhalt prophefy 
and thou fhalt be turned into another man: And 
after he had turned back from him, God gave 
him another heart; and when he and his compa- 
nions came to the hill, a company of the prophets 
met him, and the fpirit of God came upon him, 
and he prophefied among them. Some time after 
this, God, by Samuel, fent him to go up againít 


Amalick, and utterly deftroyed it; as it is related 


chapter xi. but, inftead of his fully executing this 
commiffion, he fpared Agag, &c. as v. 8,9. Upon 
this, Samuel came to him, and, among other things, 
plainly told him, as v. 22, 23, that, for this ad of 
perverfe dilobedience, God rejeéted him' from be- 
ing King. Soon after this, Samuel was fent to 
anoint David, the fon of Jefle, to be King in his 
ftead, which he accordingly did; tho’ the com- 
mencement of his reign did not take place till the 
death of Saul. 1 think there can hardly be any 


doubt that Saul was informed of David's being 


anointed King. | 
Let any one, for 4 moment, only confider thefe 


‘particular cafes, which, it is natural to believe, 


very deeply affected the mind of Saul: It was im- 


-` ® ‘The fpiwit of the Lord depsrted front San}, and. an evil 
Spirit, from the Lord, troubled him. | 


Eos. bittered 
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bittered with the juft accufation of his own inéx- 
cufable guilt; or, in the words of Samuel to him : 
Rebellion is as the fin of witchcraft, and ftub- 
bornnefs is as iniquity and idolatry ; thou haft re- 
jected the word of the Lord in not executing it 
on the Amaelkites. That God, who had raıfed 
him up in a very fingular manner to be the firft 
King over his people Ifrael; that he had with- 
drawn his fpirit from him by which he had pro- 
phefied among the prophets ; and, finally, he had, 
by a fpecial direction to Samuel, anointed David 
to be King; and to him he had given his fpirit. 
‘A proper attention ‘to thefe very interefting parti- 
-culars, will, I prefume, without any difficulty, ex- 
. plain in what fenfe we are to underftand that an 
evil fpirit from the Lord troubled him; and alío 
. ihe true caufe from whence his fervants, who, no 
doubt, faw his unufual dejeétion of mind, faid to 
` him, Behold! now, an eyil fpirit, from God, 
troubleth thee. To remove, or mitigate which, 
they gave him this advice: Let our Lord the 
‘King command thy fervants to feek out a man who 
is a cunning player on a harp, and it fhall come to 
pafs, when the evil fpirit, from God, is upon 
thee, that he will play with his hand, and thou 
‘fhalt be well. To which propofal he aflented ; 
and David was fent for; and when the evil fpirit, 
from God, was upon Saul, he took an harp and 
played with his hand: So Saul was refrefhed, and 
was well, and the evil fpirit departed from him.— 
The fuccefs attending the advice of his fervants, 
fhews plainly what was their opinion «of the real 
caufe, as well as the nature of his trouble. 

I prefume it will be allowed there 1s not the leaft 
‘evidence in the context from whence we may juftly 
fuppofe, that Saul’s fervants believed the power of 
the mufical harp could poffibly expel a fallen an- 
gel from Saul, had they underftood it to be ren a 


- 
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being. But it was not an improper expedient to 


- relieve his mind, under its prefent difordered {tate ;. 


efpecially if we may füppofe that he was rather 
fond of that kind of mufic. 

Men, in common, and even very fenfible men 
too, through the force of habit, are very apt to 


affix to the words evil {pirit, they find in Scrip- 


ture, the idea of a fi allen angel; and then incau- 
tioufly conclude that thofe writers ufed them in the 
fame fenfe ; but this is often, as in the cafe before 
us, a very capital error, as, I prefume, will appear 
more fully in the following pages. 

There is another text in Judges chapter ix. 2 23. 
where it is faid,' God fent an evil fpirit between 
Abimelech and the men of Shechem. After the 
death of Gideon, the father of Abimelech, he ap- 
plied to the men of Shechem to obtain their con- 
fent, that, as one of his fons, he might rule over 
them in his ftead; but that he might not have any 
competitor in the family of Jerubbaal his brother, 
who had fixty fons, he obtained money out of the 
houfe of Baal-berith, with which he hired ‘vain and 
light perfons, and by thefe he flew them all, ex- - 
cept Jotham, the youngeft, who efcaped from that 
unnatural and unprovoked mafiacre. Upon this, 
the Shechemites made him King. As they in ge- 
neral were not concerned in that wicked act, Jo- 
tham addrefled them to retaliate it upon Abime- 
lech and thofe who were concerned with him ; as 
v. 7—20. After Abimelech had reigned three 
years, it is faid God fent an evil fpirit, &c. I 
think it is probable that the Shechemites, who were 


not concerned with him, in confequence of Jo- 


tham’s expoftulation, meditated revenge againtft 
him and his adherents, and therefore cummenced 
hoftilities againft him; upon which Abimilech, 
with his forces, went againft Shechem, and flew 


many of the. people; after which he attacked 
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Thebez, and took 1t; but, upon his attempt upon 
the tower, he was fain. Upon his death, it is 
faid, verfes 56, 57, Thus God rendered the wick- 
ednefs of Abimelech, which he did unto his father, 
in flayıng his brethren ; and for all the evil of the 
men of Shechem did God render upon their heads, 
and upon them came the curfes of Jotham, the fon 
of Jerubbaal. 

From this relation, it appears plain, to me, that 
by an evil fpirit ts not to be underftood a fallen 


angel; but, that God, in the courfe of his Provi- | 


dence, raifed, or ftirred up an enemy to Abimelech 
and his adherents: as, verfes 56, 57. to punifh 
them for the wicked act of flaying the fons of Je- 
rubbaal his brother, who had rendered fignal fer- 
vices to his people againft their enemies in the time 
of Gideon their father. i 

- Another text is in Pfalms lvitt. 49, where, it is 
‘faid, Ged caft upon them (the Egyptians) the 
fiercenefs of his wrath and indignation, by fending 
evil angels. I would Ju obferve that the Hebrew 
word here rendered angels, is often and juftly tranf- 
tated Meffengers, and -fometimes Prophets, who, 
from God, delivered his meffages to his people; 
- and therefore the word Angels, doth, by na means, 
` ‘always intend angels as invifible fpirits, much leß 
fallen angels. ‘This can be determined only by 
the context, or parallel paflages. Now, it is indif- 
.putably, plain, in the context, the writer gives a 
fummary account of God’s dealings with the Egyp- 
tians, as is particularly recorded in Exod. vii. to 
the xin. But, it is certain, that Mofes hath not 
mentioned evil angels being fent among the Egyp- 
tians. The only angels, or meffengers be hath re- 
lated whom God fent among them, were himfelf 


and Aaron, by whofe inftrumentality God cat 


upon them the fiercenefs of his wrath, &e. and in 
this fenfe, to the Egyptians they were evil angels, 
= | o or 
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or meflengers. Now, I think, it will be granted, 
that the Pfalmift could not derive any knowledge 
of evil angels, i. e. apoftate fpirits, being “fent 
among the people of Egypt, but ftom the Hiftory 
of Mofes, in which there is not even any hint of 
fuch beings fent among them. Ä : 

I here beg leave to obferve, that whatever real 
‘knowledge men have of angels, 1, e. thetr tntellec- 
‘tual powers, or their vifible communications with 
men, or their being the agents of God in his pro- 
. vidential government in this world, that it is wholl 
derived from divine revelation, without which it 
‘is abfolutely impoffible they can have the leaft 
knowledge of either; and the reafon is as obvious 
as it is unqueftionably true, viz. becaufe they are 
the inhabitants of the invifible world, And this is 
equally true, as it refpects any of thofe beings hav~ 
ing finned againft God, and on that account ex- 
pelled from Heaven. But, even fuppofing that 
was Clearly revealed, yet that would be no proof 
of their tempting men to fin, by fugeefting to their 
minds evil thoughts, or raifing ui them corrupt 
defires, terminating in finful actions. A real know- 
ledge of thefe things muft depend upon revela- 
tion, or a relation of real facts in proof of it, 
But of thefe things the Old Teftament is entirely 
filent, as we have feen.* | 

Thus much concerning what we find in the Old 
‘Teftament. — | 


® Mr. Farmer’s opinion is this, — That the Old Teftament' 
contains no account of the fall of aagels, much lefs does it 
-reptefert them as icaling Heaven, and being thrown down 
from thence. There is not even the molt difaat reference, or 
aliufion to fuck an event in andy of the Jéwihh prophets. Far- 
ther, he faith, E am far from taking upon me §o fay there was 
not án Carly revelation of the rebellion of angels, and their 
expuffton from: Heaven. Bot hitherto chis point has been sf- 
{gered calz,—-na proved. a 
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I will now examine the New T. سد‎ to fee whether 
any thing occurs therein to corroborate the commonly 
received opinion of Fallen Angels, or Satan and the 


Devil. 


“SHE only texts, or at leaft the principal ones, 
are, in 1 Pet. 1. 4. and Jude v. 6. For if 

God fpared not the angels that finned, but catt 
them down to Hell, and delivered them into chains 
of darknefs to be referved unto judgement. And 
the angels which kept not their firft eftate, but left 
their own habitations, he hath referved. in everlaft- 


ing chains of darknefs unto the judgement of the | 


great day. 
On.thefe words I obferve, firt, That none of 


the Apoftles could derive the leaft ‘knowledge from ` 


the Old Teftament, that any of the angels had been 
caft out of Heaven on account of their having 
finned againft God ; and we have no account that 
Jefus made any difcovery of it to them. 

Secondly, Had Peter, or Jude, known, from the 
Old Teftament, or from Jefus, that there .were 
fallen angels, it is natural to fuppofe they would 
have been explicit in mentioning them to the per- 
fons they wrote to, otherwife they could not have 
underftoood what beings they intended; and that 
‘for reafons already offered. 

Thirdly, Neither of the particulars juft men- 
tioned, can be fatisfactorily inferred from the word 
Angels. The primary import of the original word 
is, to relate any matter, particularly as a mefien- 

ger, 
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ger, and in this fenfe, the fame original word is 
rendered, James 1.25. Thefe mellengers were 
fent to fpy the interior parts of the land of 
Canaan; and, upon their return, they related to 
Mofes and to the people what they had feen and 
heard in traverfing it. And there is but one text 
where the original word can in the leaft be fup- 
pofed to allude to fallen angels, and that is Matt. 
XXV. 41. 

Fourthly, That the word raprapuw, tranflated caft 
down to Hell, is the only place in the New Tefta- 
ment where it is tranflated caft down to Hell. 

Fifthly, Allthat the two Apoftles have related of 
the conduct of the angels, is, that they finned, and 
kept not their firft eftate, or principality, but left 
(not were caft out of) their own habitation ; where 
that was is not mentioned. 

Of the punifhment, it is faid they were caft 
down to Hell, and delivered into chains of dark... 
nefs to be referved unto judgment of the great day. 
But there is not the leaft mention what their finful 
conduct was, nor that they were caft out of Heaven 
and feparated from the good angels. 

Let us now fee whether the context in Peter fa- 
vors the commonly received opinion or not. 

In the foregoing chapters he faith to his brethren, 
‚that he and the apoftles who were with the Lord 
on the Mount, Matt. xvii. 1, &c. heard a voice 
from Heaven, faying, this is my beloved Son, in 
whom I am well pleafed. He then adds, That we 
‘have a more fure word of prophefy, i. e. a more 
particular and full revelation in the Old Teftament 
concerning Jefus as the Son of God, which ye will 
do well to give heed to, becaufe thofe writings 
-were indited by the Holy Ghoft; and the meaning 
of thofe parts of them, refpecting Jefus, are not 
` confined to the prophets, or that people j. but = | 
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alfo are included therein: And then‘he tells them, 
that in the time of thofe prophets, there were falfe 
ones among that people; and there are, or will 
arife, falfe teachers among you, who will propa- 
gate falfe doctrines, even denying the Lord that 
bought them, and draw away many after them, 
and thereby bring upon themíelves fwift deftruc- 
tion. And he defcribes the way or manner by 


which they will attempt to draw them away. And 


from v, 10-"19, I think he reprefents their prin- 
ciple and conduét; and againft {uch falfe prophets. 
Jefus warned his difciples, Matt. vii, 15. 26. 29. 


xxiv. ry, Mark xili. 21, 22,23. See Acts xx. 30. 


And I apprehend the Apoftle St. John alluded to 
fuch períons. ı Ephef. iv. 1, 2, 3, calling them 
Anti-Chrifts, 1, €. oppofers or enemies of Chrift. 

In the chapter under confideration, the Apoftle 
warns the Chriftians to be aware of them that they 
might ‘not fall under the fame condemnation which 
would overtake thofe falfe teachers. And in verfe 
4, he mentions others, whom he calls angels, or 
meffengers that finned, &c. 

The opinion of a very fenfible anonymous au- 


- thor* on this fubject, appears to me at leaft very 


probable, that the angels, 1. e. the meflengers that 
finned, are thofe men related Numb. xiii. xiv. who 
were fent to fpy out the land of Canaan, whofe re- 
port to Mofes, &c. of the numbers and fituation of 
fome of its inhabitants, and the ftrength of their 
cities, difcouraged the people from going up to 
take poffeffion of it. Thefe were rulers and heads 
of the people whom God punifhed for giving fuch 
an account, by inflicting on them a great plague, 


' o that they and all the people whom they caufed to 


* An Enquiry into the Scripture meaniog of the word Satan. 


murmur againft God, and Mofes his fervant, died. 


Heb. 
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Heb. iil. 7. 19. Both the meflengers and the peo- 
ple had feen the mighty power of God exerted in 
their deliverances and yet they did not believe, 
but rebelled. Thofe meffengers who finned, were 
‘plain and pertitent examples of men like them- 
felves, from whom they might and ought to take 


` warning not to be feduced by the falfe teachers, 
and thereby be guilty of a like unbelief, i. e. in 


Jefus their Lord, and a wicked departure from 
his commands, which, from conviétion they had 
embraced, and on that account, fall under an hea- 
vier condemnation and judgment from God, than 
he had inflicted on thofe meflengers and the people 
feduced by them. But, I apprehend, that if we 


. wnderftand the pafflage we are commenting upon, 


of fallen angels, it was neither applicable, nor in- 


` deed intelligible to the apoftles, or the people to 


whom he was writing, fince they had no knowledge 
that any of the angels had finned, or wherein it 
confifted ; and, I may add, if they had, what was 
the conduct of angels, (properly fuch) to them ? 

_ The other inftances are clearly taken from men 
like themfelves ; the probability therefore is, that 
thefe were of the fame nature with thofe, who, in 
the time of Noah, God drowned by a deluge; and 
then he introduces the fimilar conduét of the inha-= 
bitants of Sodom, &c. whom God deftroyed by fire. 
But, as a contraft to thefe, he mentions the cafes of 
Noah and Lot, who believed in God, and obeyed 


. his word, and were faved from thofe judgments. 
_ Thefe, and the former perfons, were obvious exam- 


ples of men of the like paffions with themfelves, 
which they could not only eafily underftand, but 
alfoeafily apply the former as warnings, and the 
latter as encouragements to. fortify their minds 
againft thofe falfe teachers ; but, I apprehend, they 
could not, as it refpected fallen angels, 
ا کک‎ D _ ‘What 
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What force thefe obfervations will be admitted 
to have, as proofs, that by the word Angels that 
finned, &c. the Apoftle did not intend fallen angels, 
but the rulers. and heads of the people, mentioned: 
above, is fubmitted to the deliberate and unbiafled* 
judgment of the reader. | 

In the preceding quotations from the Old Tefta- 
ment, where the words Devils and Satan, &c. oc= 
eur, it appears to me, there is not any proof that 
the writers in ufing them, meant fallen angels > 
and therefore they do not give the leaft account that 
Satan, in a fecret or unperceived manner, infufed, 
er put into the mind or heart of any one man, evil 
thoughts, or excited in him inordinate defires, by 
which he tempted him to fin. Likewife, ın the 
New Teftament it appears, that there is not any 
explicit relation that any of the angels were expelled 
Heaven for their having finned againft God. 
` It will therefore follow, that in the former wri- 


‘tings in which it is recorded of individuals, or of 


the people in general who finned againft God by 
yiolating the obligations of natural or revealed reli- 
gion, or both ; they have not, even in a fingle in- 
ftance, attributed to the temptation of Satan. In 
this they are as entirely filent as they are refpecting: 
any man’s being pofleffed by one of them, er by a 
demon; and yet had Satan been the real agent, or 
inftrument in tempting men to fin in hke manner ; 
or, as univerfally as itis now believed he doth, I 
think it will be allowed to be natural to expect the 
writers of the Old Feftament- would have given 
fome plain aceount of it, in fome inftanees ; for it 
is certain they repeatedly mention many different 
caufes or occafions from whence men were. tempted 
to fin; but, it is certain, they have not attributed 
it to Satan in a fingle inftance. From thofe wri- 
tings therefore: it feems to be indifputably ES 


+ 
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. 
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to fin? And, I may juftly remark, there is not even 
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that neither the Apoftles nor the Jews could de- 
rive the leaft information concerning Satan or his 
devices ; or, that any perfon, much lefs men in ge- 
neral, had been tempted by him to fin. | 
Should it be faid, that the relation given of the 
Serpent's tempting Eve, and feducing her to fin, is 
a proof that an individual at leaft, is an exception ; 
I anfwer, that, admitting it was by a fallen angel 
who affumed the bodily fhape of that creature, or 


entered into one, (of which however there is not 


the leaft mention in the Bible) yet the relation of his 
tempting her was, by converfing with her, and not 
by his infufing in an invifible ot unperceived man- 
ner into her mind or heart, evil thoughts, or raifing 
evil deftres in her, as is now believed to be the 
way or manner by which he tempts men to fing 
confequently the former effentially differs from the 
latter. And; I fuppofe there is not any man who 
will plead that Satan tempts men after that manner. ے‎ 
Her being tempted, as is related, I fhould there-*. 
fore apprehend cannot juftly be urged as a real or 
fatisfactory proof of Satan's tempting men to fin. - 
In what confpicuous light mutt the difference ap- 
pear between the facred writings and thofe of other 
men in the prefent and paft ages who lived under 
the light of the Chriftian religion, which are re- 
plete with affertions that a fallen angel áffumed the 
fhape of a real ferpent, or entered: into one; and 
that he tempted her and her pofterity to the com- 
miffion of the fins which they have been guilty of, 
or at leaft, to the principal part of them. — 

But was the commonly received opinion that it 
‘was a fallen angel entered into the ferpent, proved 
to: be juftly founded in the plain language of Scrip- 
ture, which it certainly is not, yet that could not 
prove there is more than one as a tempter of men 


a fin- 
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a fingle text in the New Teftament where the word 
Devils is to be found. The only one from whence 
it may feem to be inferred is, Matt. xxv. 41. where 
Jefus fpoke of the Devil and his angels. For, in 
every other text where the word Devils occurs, it 
it is Daimonia, and not Diabolos. The only text 
where the laft word hath a plural meaning is, 
1 Tim. ili. rı. 2 Epiftle ii. 3. Titus it. 3. and is 
rendered flanderers and accufers. 

Likewife wherever the word Satan is mentioned 
in the New Teftament, except Matt. xii. 26. it is 
in the fingular only, and there it can‘include two 
Satans only ; alfo where the words the Prince of 
this world, the Prince of the power of the air, oc- 
cur, itis in the fingular only. The fame is true of 
the words, the Power of Darkneís. When in 
Luke xi. 18. Jefus repeating what the Jews faid of 
him, that he caft out Devils ; the original word 1s 
. Diamonia, a word of very different fignification 
from Diabolos, or Satanas. 

If the common opinion that there are numerous 
Satans, or Devils, is pleaded for, it certainly can- 
not be proved from any expreffions either in the 
New Teftament or in the Old; becaufe thofe writ- _ 
ings invariably ufe the word Devil, or Satan, in 
the fingular, and never in the plural number as im- 
porting there are many fuch beings; and I will juft 
note, that in all the converfations the Jews had 
with Jefus, they do not even once make ufe of the 
words Diabolos, i. e. Devil, or Satanas. 

: The firft relation, in the New Teftament, of Sa- 
tan, or the Devil tempting any one, is that of 
Jefus. Matt. iv. 1—11. Mark i. 11, 12. Luke 
iv. 1—13. Matthew and Luke relate, he was led 
up of the fpirit into the Wildernefs to be tempted 
of the Devil, and mark that the fpirit driveth him 
into the Wildernefs ; and whenhe had fafted forty 


days 





( 2ı ) 
days and forty nights, he was afterwards an hune 
gred. The particulars related of Satan’s tempt- 
ing Jefus is, his faying, If thou be the Son of God, , 
command that thefe ftones be made bread; i.e. to 
fupply you with food. His taking him up upon a 
pinnacle or battlement of the Temple, and laying _ 
to him, Ifthou be the Son of God, caft thyfelf 
down from hence, for it is written, he, (i.e. Gody … ` 
fhall give his angels charge concerning thee; and 


in their hands they fhall hold thee up, left, at any ہے‎ Ä 


time, thou dafh thy foot againft a ftone, His tak- 
ing him up on an exceeding high mountain, and 
fhewing him all the kingdoms of the world, and 
the glory of them; and faying, All thefe things 
will I give thee, and the glory of them, if thou 
wilt fall down and worfhip me; for they are deli- 
` vered unto me, and to whomfocver I will I 
ve it. | : 
`` I would juft premife, that a perfon may be faid. 
to be tempted when an offer is made of what is 
agreeable to him, or when it excites’ in him fome. 
defire to accept of it; or when, as the apoftle 
‘James faith, he is tempted, being drawn away of 
his own luft, and enticed, and thereby it bringeth 
forth fin. | 
Now, fuppofe it is admitteed that Satan is a fal- 
len angel, and that what he faid to Jefus is to 
be literally underftood; yet, I think it cannot be 
doubted but he knew who he was, and his defign 
and end in tempting him. 1 fhould therefore judge . 
that no man can really believe the propofals were 
agreeable to him, much lefs that they raifed in him 
_ adefire to comply with either of them; and, as to 
the laft, it is certain, that both Satan and Jefus well 
knew it was not in Satan’s power to give him them 
‘had Jefus complied with the condition. On what 
‘real ground then can it be juftly -fuppofed, that if 
es | | Satan 
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Satan knew he was the Son of God, he eould have 
the leaft reafon. to believe or expect he could tempt 
him to comply with either propofa]. . 
Indeed, if we may judge of this temptation as a 
true fpecimen of the artful wiles of Satan, (I mean 
if there is fuch a being) it certainly doth not evi- 
dence his abilities in tempting men to be fuperior- 
to thofe of men; ‘or, that he is a much more fubtle 
and powerful tempter; for, had he, in either of 
thofe refpects, been fuperior to men, I think we 
may juftly conclude, that his tempting Jefus would 
have been much more artfully laid and condutted, | 
and therefore more likely to have fucceeded than in 
what is related by the Evangelifts. I would finally 
obferve, they have not given the leaft intimation, 
that Satan, in an invifible manner, unperceived by 
Jefus, infufed into his mind any evil thoughts, or 
saifed in him any inordinate defires to tempt him, 
as the means by which moft men believe he tempts 
perfons to fin. | 
The next relation of the Devil, or Satan's tempt- 
ing, 1 will mention, is that of Judas. John xiil. 2, 
27. it is faid, That, fupper being ended, the Devil 
now put into the head of Judas Hcariot to betray 
Jefus; or, that after fupper he gave him the fop, 
when Satan entered into him. When he had taken 
it, he immediately went-out, or he went his way, 
and communed with the chief priefts, and faid to 
them, What will ye give me, and 1 will deliver 
him unto you? And they were glad, and cove- 
nanted with him for thirty pieces of filver, and he 
. promifed and fought opportunity to betray him 
unto them inthe abfence of the multitude. Luke 
XXI. 3—6. 

` TF muft again intreat the reader to confider, that 
neither John nor Luke could have received, from 
the Qld TFeftament, the leaft knowledge of Satan 
as 
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as a fallen angel, or of his having put into the 
heart of any man evil thoughts, by. which he 
tempted him to fin; or, that he ever entered into 
any one to‘effect it. Neither is there any proof, in 
the evangelifts, that they had received from Jefus 
the laft knowledge of either; and, and indeed, this 
is the only account, in the Bible, of Satar's having 
entered into any man. For all the inftances re- 
eorded in the New Teftament of men’s being pof- 
feffed by an evil fpirit, or fpirits, are, of a demon, 
or demons, and not by Satan as a fallen angel. 
: Farther, I obferve, shat in every paffage in 
the Evangelifts in which Jefus mentioned to his . 
apoftles, or to Judas, his being betrayed by one 
of them, he did not give them the leat intima- 
tion that he would be tempted to it by Satan, much 
lefs by his entering into him as the real caufe 
of it. | l | 

If we impartially attend to what John. has rei 
` ated of his principle and conduét, chap. xii. 6. thag 
he cared not for the poor, and being purfe-bearer, - 
he ufed to pilfer what was in bank; as the original 
words are rendered by another tranflator: and like: 
wife that Jefus faid he is a devil, i. e. an adverfary 
or accufer, and not clean, like the reft of the apof: 
tles; xiii. 11. and his. covenanting with the chief 
priefts for thirty pieces of filver, to betray kimi 
It is probable we fhall be led to underftand John’s 
and. Luke’s words, cited above, not it’ the literaf 
fenfe, but only as expreflive of Judas’s principle 
and conduct as a very covetous man and an adver- 
fary to Jefus, who was then going to-execute his des 
fign ; and it is reafonable to believe, he- previoufly 
knew the chief priefts had fought to take and dez 
ftroy Jefus. Luke fays, Judas. fought to -betray 
- ‘him unto. them, in the abfence of the multitude; 
and therefore he came in the night, withthe: offi 
a cers, 
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cers, to take him: and the Evangelifts have re¬ 
Jated that the chief priefts, &c. before that time 
had attempted fo take him, but they did not, 
fearing the peop 

How far thefe بسک‎ may be admitted to 
explain and alfo to afcertain the true .meaning of 
the words under confideration, 1s fubmitted to the 
judgment of the inquifitive and candid reader. In 
my view, they appear the moft probable faluta- 
- tionof them; at leaft the literal meaning feems to 
be attended with confiderable, if not with infu 
perable difficulties, efpecially that of Satan’s en- 
tering into Judas. 

The next account of Satan J will mention, is 
that refpectine Peter. Luke xxii. 31, 32. Jefus 
faid to him, -Satan hath defired to have you, that 
he may fift you as wheat, i. e. feparate you from 
me, like as that grain is from the chaff, not to be 
united to me again. But he added, I have prayed 
for thee, that thy faith fail not, 1. e. in producing 
a final feparation from me ; underftanding literally, 
that Satan defired to have Peter for the purpofe _ 
×08 in the text, 1t 1s very natural to afk to 
whom it was communicated ? I prefume we cannot 
well fuppofe it was to Jefus, becaufe, prior to any 
effect it could have upon Peter, Jefus had prayed 
for him that his faith might not fail him in the 
fenfe juft mentioned. If Satan’s defire was not di- 
vulged, it could operate only in himfelf; but if it 
excited him to fift Peter, yet his Lord’s praying for 
him would render his tempting him as ineffectual as 
what is. related of his tempting Jefus ; and if, as 
is generally believed, that Satan knows the thoughts 
and actions of men, he could not but know of 
Jefus’s interpofing in favor of his favorite difciple, 
and therefore that any 7 upon him muft 
prove abortive. , 5 | 
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That Peter's faith failed him to a great degree, 
is manifeft in the Evangelifts: but, in attending 
to what they have related as the apparent caufe, or 
occafion of it, we fhall plainly difcern it arofe from 
a different adverfary than Satan ; that is, from his 
own natural fear of being involved as a difciple of 
Jefus in the condemnation, &c. which he faw it 
was very probable would befall him from the ha- 
tred of the high priefts, &c. againft him when he 
was prefent at his trial, and heard him accufed of 
` being a malefactor and feditious perfon, and like- 
wife charged with having defigns againft Czefar’s 
government, by afluming to himfelf the title of , 
King of the Jews, and himfelf openly accufed as 
an accomplice with Jefus. 

This view of the caufe of Peter’s faith failing 
him, clearly explains and accounts for it as the ad- 
verfary or Satan that occafioned it. If Satan was 


the real caufe of his faith failing him, it muft be 


. attributed to his exciting his fear left he fhould 
fuffer with Jefus ; but of this there is not the leaft 
intimation in either of the evangelifts, nor as it 
refpects the reft of the apoftles, who, as well as 
he, faid, they would not deny him even unto 
death ; but it is plain their faith failed them as 
well as Peter's. That which is peculiar to him is, 
his thrice denying him at his trial, as is, particu- 
Jarly related. And it is evident thé evangelifts 
have not given the leaft hint that Satan ftirred up 
or tempted the high priefts, Sec. to act the part 
they did to Jefus, that occafioned Peter's fear, and 
which led him to deny his Lord. The true and 
apparent caufes or oceafions of the high priefts, 
Sc. proceedings againít Jefus are clearly related 
by the evangelifts, and which began to take place 
long before his trial; for prior to that time the 
-Pharifees, &e.. on feveral occafions attempted to 


take 
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take him and put him to death, as is related in 
their writings. I may farther obferve, that it 
every text in which is related Jefus told his dici- 
ples, or Peter in particular, that they would deny 
him thro’ thè weaknefs of their faith, alluding to 
‘the time when it took place ; he did not give them 


the leaft hint it would arife from the inftigation of 


Satan on their mind. They could not have any 
real ground to believe this, becaufe, as 1 have ob-. 
‘ferved, there is not the leaft proof, either in the 


Old Teftament, or the words of Jefus, fo far as 


we are capable of judging, from which they could 
know there was a fallen angel, or that he tempted 
meg to fin. 

Having attempted to explain the pafflages wherein 
are related Satan’s ‘tempting Jefus and the two 
apoftles, I will crave the reader’s attention to what 
our Lord faid in fome of his parables of the wicked 
one, Satan, or the Devil, as tempting men; and 
the firft inftance is that of the fower who fowed 


the good feed in his field. Matt. xiii. Mark iv. | 


` Luke vii. of the feed that was fown by the high- 
way, he faid, When one heared the word of the 
kingdom and underftandeth it not, or hath not an 
honeft and good heart, then cometh the wicked 
one and catcheth or taketh away that which was 
fown in his heart; or when they have heard, Satan 
cometh immediately and taketh away the word that 
was fown in their hearts. Satan’s tempting thefe per- 
fons is reprefented to be his taking away the word 


out of their heart; but not by his inftilling, or 


putting into it evil thoughts, or raifing in it evil 
defires. And it is unqueftionably certain, that the 
above account differs from all other inftances re- 
lated in the New Teftament, where he is faid to 
tempt men. ‘The perfons above defcribed in the 
. parable, I think are plainly alluded to, and repre- 
p ferted 
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fented verfes 13, 14, 15, as dull of hearing, hav- 
ing clofed their eyes, left at any time they fhould 
fee with their eyes, and hear with their ears, and 
fhould underftand with their heart, and fhould be 
converted, and I fhould heal them ; which plainly 
accounts for the word that was fown in their hearts 
not abiding there. Ä 

- In the parable of the man who made a great 
fupper, Luke xiv. 15, &c. as fomewhat fimilar in 
our Lord’s intention with that jit confidered ; he 
hath explicitly affigned other and very different 
caufes why the perfons invited to it did not accept 
of the invitation than that of Satan’s tempting 
them: They are thefe, They all began to make 
excufe ; the firft faid, I have bought a piece of 
ground, and I muft needs go and fee it; I pray- 
thee have me excufed.—And another faid, I have 
bought five yoke of oxen, and I go to prove them ; 
I pray thee have me excufed.—And another faid, 
I have married a wife, and therefore I cannot.come, ` 
So the fervant came and fhewed his lord all thefe 
things. Thefe caufes why the word did not abide 
in their hearr, are fimilar with thofe Jefus affigned 
why the feed that was fown on ftony ground, and 
on that where the thorns grew up and choaked it, 
viz. when tribulation arifeth, becaufe of the word, 
and by and by they are offended; or the care of 
this world and the deceitfulnefs of riches, and the 
Jufts of other things, and pleafures of this life, 
enter in and choak the word, and he beareth no 
fruit. ‘Thefe obvious and ufual occafions of temp- 
tation to the perfons reprefented in thofe parables, 
the people prefent could eafily underftand, and alfo 
apply it ufefully to themfelves; but they could not 
as it refpects the fecret fuggeftions of Satan, or 

the Devil. = ہہ‎ E 
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_ And, in the courfe of Jefus’s Miniftry, he merr. 


tioned many other caufes why men did not receive 
the word than in thofe parables, as muft be obvi-. 
ous to every one who reads with attention his dif- 
courfes to the people who attended him. Thus, 
when he faid. to fome of the unbelieving Jews.— 
How can ye believe, which receive honour one of. 
another, and feek not the honour that cometh from 
God only ? | 


I will juft fubjoin the following texts, in which 


“he hath particularly mentioned feveral other evident 
caufes of men’s being tempted not to receive the. 
word, that may be compared to thofe reprefented 
by the highway, without giving the leaft intimation 
of the wicked one taking away the word out of 
their heart. Luke xiii. 24. Xiv. 25—35. 

But what juft or fatisfactory proof is there to be 
given why it ought to be believed that Satan tempts 
men by taking away the word out of the heart of 
thafe Jefus compared to the highway on which the 
_ feed was fown, left they fhould believe and be faved, 
and yet not tempt or draw away thofe who have 
received the word with joy; and where, for a time, 
it promifed fair for bringing forth fruit? For it is 
undeniable, that Jefus did not attribute it to the 


temptation of Satan, but to other manifeft and com- - 


mon temptations to men, which cannot but be ad- 
mitted, and which his hearers could eafily under- 
ftand ; but, I prefume, they could not, as it re- 
{pected Satan as a fallen angel, fof reafons and 
proofs already offered. ‘The adverfary to the fe- 
veral perfons above reprefented, were the things of 
this world, fuch as Jefus mentioned, which too 
ftrongly operated upon the heart of fome of them, 
as reafons why the word did not take any root in 
it: or why they did not accept of the invitation to 
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the {uppers and of others, who received it with joy, 
yet did not bring forth fruit to perfection ; or, in 
the expreffive words of Jefus, refpeéting the man 
who brought forth fruit, They had not an honeft 
and good heart. 

The conduét of the men, compared to the feed 
fown by the highway, 1s affectingly exemplified in 
what 1s related of the young man, Mark x. 17—27. 
who afked Jefus what he fhould do to inherit eter- 
nal life? His riches, and the thought of parting 
with them as a condition thereto, made him go away 
` without receiving the leaft benefit from the feed 

Jefus fowed in his heart. : 

A parable fimilar with the foregoing is con- 
tained in v. 24—30, This Jefus explained to his 
diíciples, v. 36—43. in which is contained thefe 
things ; The field is the world, i. e. all men, both 
Jews and Gentiles, as v. 41. The feed fown repre- 
fents the children of the kingdom, 1. e. his difci- 
ples, called the righteous; v. 43, who are con- 
tradiftinguifhed from the world, or the tares; or 
thofe who offend and do iniquity. The tares are 
defcriptive of the latter perfons, and are called the 
children of the wicked ene, or the Devil, or the 
enemy who fowed tares among the wheat. The 
former are the good ground, which brought forth, 
good fruit. | 
If we were to interpret our Lord’s words ofthe 
tares, literally, as the children of the wicked one, 
or the Devil, it would lead us to conclude it was 
wholly owing to his temptations and their infu- 
ence, in caufing them to offend and do iniquity, 
which cannot well be reconciled with, and ad- 
mitted, by chofe who pay a proper attention to 
what he hath faid of the caufes or oceafions of 
men being guilty of iniquity contained in thefe 
texts, Matt, zii, 34, &c. xv. 18, &c. xxii. 1, Sze, 
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Luke x1, 37, &c. Mark vii. 5, &c. Luke vi. 43, 
&c. John ii. 19, 20, 21. xii. 42,43. In thefe 
' paflages it is very apparent that he attributes the 
wickednefs, or iniquity of men to the influence 
which their different paffions and inordinate defires 
have on their mind in producing their criminal 
difpofitions and conduct, without giving the leaft 
intimation to thofe he addrefled, that either or both 
arofe from the temptations of the Devil, as an in- 
vifible apoftate fpirit. And fimilar with what he 
hath reprefented is that of the apoftle, Rom. 1. ii. 
ul. vi. refpecting both Jews and Gentiles, who 
were all under fin, or they yielded their members,, 
inftruments of unrighteoufnefs unto fin. This cor- 
rupt principle and conduct he calls the old man, 
which is corrupt, according to the deceitful lufts. 
Contrafted with the old man which they had put 
off, is the new man, which after God is created in 
sighteoufnefs and true holinefs. The apoftle per- 
fonifies fin as the old man; but no rational man 
can well believe that he intended a real perfon, 
and that they had actually put him off or expelled 
him from them, but only that they had forfaken 
thofe fins which he ftiles the old man. In like 
manner he ıs to be underftood of the new man 
they had put on. From our Lord’s words juft 
quoted, and thoíe of the Apoftle, 1 think we may 
with an high degree of probability, at leaft con- 
clude he did not intend a fallen angel, as the 
enemy, but the wicked conduct of ungodly men. 
The obfervations made upon the foregoing paf- 
{ages in Matthew, may poffibly affift us in explain- 
ing another. John vil. 44. Jefus faid to the Jews, 
ye are of your father the Devil, and the lufts of 
your father ye will do: he was a murderer from 
the beginning, and abode not in the truth, becaufe 
there is no truth in him, When he fpeaketh a = 
ir ¢ 
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he fpeaketh of his own, for he is a liar, and the fa- 


ther of it. In veríe 34, he faid, whofoever com- 
mitteth fin is the fervant of fin. In thefe words he 
perfonifies fin, calling it their mafter, and they his 
fervants or flaves; in like manner as Paul repre- 
fents the Romans before their converfion. chap. vi. 
He then changes the perfon to that of father, faying, 
Ye do that which ye have feen with your father; 
or, ye do the deeds of your father, v. 41. As he 
hath perfonjfied fin as their mafter, and alo their 
‘father, whofe deeds they did, from whence they 
became fervants of the former, or children of the 
latter, by imitation." It furely cannot be judged to be 
offering violence to, or unjuftifiably ftraining the fenfe 
of the word Devil, to fuppofe by that word he per- 
fonified fin as their father, by doing his lufts, or 
deeds. I cannot well omit obferving, that when 
the apoftle mentioned Eve’s tranfgreffion. 2. Cor, 
xi. 3. he did not fay it was occafioned by the De- 
vil’s tempting her, but that it was by the fubtilty 
of the ferpent, asin Genefis. And it is undeniable 
that there is not one text in the Bible tn which men- 
tion is made of her being tempted by the Devil; 
1. e. a fallen angel. 

That by their father, v. 38, Jefus did not mean 
the Devil, v. 44. feems pretty plain, from his fay- 
ing, They did that which they had feen with their 
father. But, I prefume, there is no man that be- 
lieves they had feen the deeds of the Devil as a 
murderer and a liar. When Jefus reprefents the 
Jews he was fpeaking to as the children of the 
Devil, or that he was their father, he does not im- 
pute it to his fecret viles or inftigation in their hearts, 
no more than in verfes 38. 41. After a like man- 
ner of expeffion he faid to them, If ye were the 
children of Abraham ye would do the works of 
Abraham. But, I imagine, there js no man who 
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believes he intended, that ifthey had done his works 


it would have been by the influence of hıs fecret- 


fuggeftions in their heart. But only that if they 
had heard and obeyed his word, like as Abraham 
_ did the Revelations which God made to him, they 
would have been his children. See Rom. iv. 11, 
32, 16. | 
To the Jews Jefus faid, Matt, xxiil. 31. Ye are 
witnefles to yourfelves that ye are the children of 
them that killed the prophets. Or, as he faith, 
Luke xi. 48. Truly ye bear witnefs that ye allow 
the deeds ofyour fathers, for they indeed killed them, 
and ye build their fepulchres. But, I apprehend 
there is no man who believes that they were wit- 
neffes it was owing to the fecret inftigations or in- 
fluence which thofe wicked men had on their minds 
which led them to act the part he accufed them of; 
but his meaning is as in the other paffage, that their 
principles and conduct were fimilar with thofe mur- 
derers of the prophets, and which the Jews after- 
wards manifefted towards him, which he has de- 

ácribed in the parable. Matt. xxi. 33. 38.* 
I would 


* When in A@s xi. 9, 10, the Apoftle chara&terizes Bar- 
jus asa child of the Devil, perhaps it is not eafy to deter- 
mine whether he intended that of forcery alone, or included 
his other wicked principles and condud he accufed him of; 
or whether he attributes the Jatter as the effe& of the for- 
mer.. If he intended that firt mentioned, I prefume it 
will be attended with infuperable difficulty in explaining 
how or after what manner an invifible fpirit inftructed him 
in the art of forcery, and the practice of it, fo as for him 
to know that he received it from him. In the relation of 
the converfation which Peter had with Simon the forcerer, 
chap. viii. he doth not give the leaft hint either that he was 
taught the art by the Devil, or that what he faid to him of 
his heart not being right in the fight of God, and that he 
was in the gall of bitternefs, and in the bond of iniquity, 
arofe from the influence or power the Devil had over him. 
Yet, as thefe two characters are confiderably fimilar, 1¢ 1s 
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. Î would further obferve, that as Jefus did -not 
in any of the foregoing texts explain to his apoítles 
pr. the Jews, his meaning of the word Satan, or 
the Devil, 1. e. whether he was a fallen angel or 
mot, they could not know he intended fuch a be- 
ing, for reafons I haye before offered; and, it is 
remarkable, Bet text J po pedo the 
only one In whi attri e.principle a 

of the unbelieving Jews towards ar 
to the Devil For, in Ins numerous, feyere, and 
pointed reproofs of them, he afcribed it to their 
corrupt hearts and wicked condugt, which they 
had too long manifefted in their not keeping the 
law of God; or, as he tells them, had they be- 
lieved Moles, they would have believed him.s 
but, as they did not, they withftood the ynited and 
incontefible evidences he gave them, that he was 
the Son of God, and therefore they ought to obey 
his word, Mutt it nog, therefore, to an attentive 


fomewhat to he expeGed the Apoftfe would have attributed 
one or both to the fame Being as Paul bas done ; I may jyst 
obferve, that in every account we have in the Old Tefta- 
ment óf forcerers, and the kindred arts, there is not the 
leah intimation that they received the knowledge of eitber 
from the Devil, or after what manner to pradife them. 

If we fuppofe the Apoftle Paul ftjles Barjefus the Child 
' of the Devil, on account of his being led or excited to com- 
anit thofe fins he accyfed him of, it may be replied that 
«here is not any thing fimilar with it contained ia the Oid 
Teftament, and yet thofe writings are the only authentic. 
records from whence he could derive any knowledge of 
what he mentions as the effe&t of the power of the Devil 
on the heart or actions of men. But if we may conclude 
that by the words Thou Child of the Devil, the Apoftle 
intended only to exprefs the enormity and complication of 
dis crimes as a forcerer and a very wicked immoral man, it 
will remove all the difficulty by giving an eafy and rational 
{olution of them. In like manner as I have fhewn in what 
the Apoftle John hath faid of Cain, that he was of that 
wicked. or, as in the preceding verfe, a Child of the Devil. 
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and unbiaffed reader; appear fomewhat difficult tó be 
accounted for, that of thofe Jews only he has attri- 
buted their principle and conduét to the Devil; 
whereas, of all others, who were equally corrupt 
and unbelieving, he did not even once tell any 
‘them they were his children, in the common ac- 
ceptation of thofe words, efpecially when they gavé 
. him as great occafion for expreffing himfelf in 3 
pointed a manner. To inftance only thofe Pha- 
rifees who wickedly and foolifhly fard he caft out. 
devils, i. e. demons, ‘by Belzebub the Prince of 
Devils, i. e. demons. . | | 

As it is manrfeft our Saviour has perfonified the 
wicked Jews who killed the prophets, as the caufe 
of producing children like themfelves, i. e. the 
Jews he fpake to, who, it is certain, had not the 
leaft influence in effecting it; why fhould it be 
Judged incredible that he fhould fpeak after a like 
manner in his ufing the words Satan, &c. The 
Apoftle, in the 6th chapter to the Romans, has 
-perfonified fin, as having been their lord and ma- 
fter, whom, before their converfion, they ferved, 
in fulfilling the defires of the flefh and of the mind. 
- But every intelligent perfon, without the leaft ob- 
jection, or difficulty, admits he is not to be under- 
ftood in a literal fenfe, but only as an expreffive 
figure, in which, in ftrong language, he defcribes 
their former wicked principles and conduct, as he 
doth in the zft chapter, i | 
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I have, in the foregoing pages, confidered all the paf- 
gages in the Evangelifts, in which the wicked one, 
ee, is faid to tempt men to fin; Iwill now at- 
end to thofe in the NB of the Apoftles, and the 

` other parts of tbe New Teftament, of a fimilar kind. 


A ND tthe firft that is related in the Acts, is 
chap. v. 3, 4, 9, concerning Ananias, to him 
Peter faid, Why hath Satan filled thine heart to lie 
to the Holy Ghoft, to keep back part of the price 
of the land ?— After telling him, in the next verfe, 
it was in his own power or choice to fell the land 
er not; and after he had fold it, to keep the price 
of it, or put it into the joint ftock, he charged 
him with conceiving what he had done, faying, 
Why haft thou conceived this thing in thiné heart ? 
Thou haft not lied unto men, (in faying it was the 
whole given into the fund when it was but a part 
of it) but unto God. It may be faid that Peter’s 
words, v. 3, carry in them an affirmation that Ana- 
nias’s heart was filled by Satan, as the moving or 
exciting caufe of his committing that fin. Alfo 
that the Apoftle really knew there was fuch a be- 
ing, and that he temps men to fin. To which I 
reply, that the Apoftle could not know either, from 
the Old Teftament ; and it is certain there is not 
any account in the Evangelifts, that Jefus made 
any difcovery of either to the Apoftle, or other 
ef them. And it is indifputably true, that he. 
could not know either, by the light of his natural 
reafon; befides, his attributing the fin to Satan, 
- in the fenfe commonly underftood, is not con- 
| F 2 hitent 


. 
da ad موا‎ 


(. 36 ). 


fiftent with what he {aid to Ananias and his wife. 
To. the former, Why haft thou conceived this 
thing in thine heart; thou haft not lied unto men, 
but unto Ged.—To the latter, How is it that we 
have agreed together to tempt the fpirit of the 
Lord? În which he plainly attributes the primary- 
thoving caufe to arife.in their own breafts, and in 
contriving how they might put it in praétice. 

Peter’s words therefore may be thought to create 
fore difficulty in determining whether he imputes 
Ananias’s heart, being filled by Satan, or that the 
firft rife of it was in himfelf, in conceiving the 
thing: for, if Peter believed it was primarily ow- 
ing to the former, it could not be to the latter 
but only ina fecondary fenfe ; and had the Apoftle 
known this to be the true ftate of the cafe, one - 
would naturally conclude he would in one or both: 
the latter addreffes to him, have in that manner 
reprefented it: but, it is certain, from his own 
words, he hath not. From the whole relation of 
this fingular tranfaction, it appears to me, that the 
‘primary excitement in the heart of Amamas, to 
contrive and put in execution what is related of 
him, arofe from his own coveteous mind, which 
faggefted to him the thought of keeping back part 
of the price of the land, under the deluding hope, 
that could he fucceed: in concealing the tranfaction 
from the Apoftle and others, he might receive 
from the joint ftock a greater income than he had 
any right to; and alfo keep part of it for his own 
ufe; as may appear probable from chap. li. 44, 
AS. IV. 32, 34, 35. and vi. t, 2,3. But their 
decettful and eriminal conduét was not only de- 
tected, but alfo punifhed of God, in a very fignal 
and exemplary manner, as a folemn and affeéting 
warning to other difeiples, to avoid the likẹ deceit- 
ful and wicked condudt. | eS 
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That, by the word Satán, Peter did not mtend 
a fallen angel is to me undeniable from what E | 
have obferved of the entire filence in the Old 
Teftamént, of fuch a being, ot his tempting men 
to fin, by his infufing evil thoughts into the mind 7 
and that fo far as we know, Jefts did not inform 
his Apoftles of it. It follows therefore, that Ana- 
nias could. not underftánd or bekeve that by the 
word Satan Peter intended fuch a being. Neither 
could Peter, fo far as we know, have any real evi- 
dence om which to believe his heart was filled by 
him ae the exciting caufe of his doing what he did ; 
or Ananns have any mward rception or con« 
feioufineís of it. And, it hath been obferved, that 
Peter imputes Anantas’s fin to his conceiving the 
thing in his heart, and that he and his wife had 
agreed together in that act. 

When, in 2 Cor. xi. 14. the Apoftle faith, Satan 
himfelf is transformed into an angel of hght, I think 
he cannot well be underftood to mean into one ike 
an holy angel, it having no connection or coinci- 
dence with v. 13, 15. and therefore moft probably 
he means an apoftle of light, 1. e. himfelf. See Gal. 
iv. 24. But then this transformation muft be in a 
vifible character, as a teacher of his tenets, or 
doctrines, or ah invifible transformation. If we 
füppofe the former to be hts meaning it will be at 
tended with very. great, if not with infuperable dif- 
ficulties, to account for; there not being the leaft 
hint, much lefs an inftance of it related in the 
New Teftament. If we fuppofe the Apoftle means 
the latter, it will, I prefume, be attended with 
equal difficulties. For, it is natural to afk,-how, 
or by what means could his miniftérs come at the 
knowledge of this, or receive their doctrine, or 
any explicit direction or authority, as from 9-921 or 
= as his minikers, : 
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In the firft Epiftle chapter iv. 6. the fame ori- 
ginal word is tranflated I have—in a figure trans- 
Serred—to myfelf, and Apollos—or rather to him- 
felf only ; that is, I have contradiftinguifhed, or 
' contrafted myfelf and Apollos with the falfe apoftles, 
for your fakes,, that as we always have acted as 
the ftewards or fervants ef Chrift only, and not 
made the leaft claim of headfhip over you, as 
though you were our difciples. (See chap. i. 
12—15.) ye might learn, by our example, not to 
think of men, i.e. the falfe apoftles, your leaders, 
above that which is written, and therefore not be 
puffed up for one againft another. In this contraft 
of himfelf with the falfe apoftles, he is not to be 
underítood to admit their having the leaft claim to 
be: the apoítles of Chrift any more than Satan, 
whom, he fays, is transformed into an angel of 
hght, L e. an apoftle of Chrift. 

. To the foregoing confiderations I may add, that 
when the Apoftles in his 1 Epiftle i. it. contrafts 
the tenets or doétrines of the falle apoítles with the 
revelations of the fpirit of God made to him, or 
the wifdom of God in the gofpel, which he had 
taught the Corinthians; he calls their wifdom the 
wifdom of the wife, the wifdom of men, and the 
wifdom and fpirit of men, and the wifdom and 
ípirit of the world, or of the Princes of this world ; 
but he hath not given the leaft hint that it was the 
wifdom or doctrine of Satan, which had he be- 
° lived, it is natural to conclude he would have 
mentioned it, as a very ftrong argument why they 
ought to renounce it, and the falfe apoftles as his 


minifters ; but of thefe things he is entirely filent. 


I will hazard a conjecture, and fuch I offer it, on 
v. 14, which, if admitted feems to obviate the dif- 
ficulties above-mentioned, which 1s this, that one 
wf the falfe apoftles, دہ‎ fome account, perhaps a; a 
= | Jew, 
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Jew, chapi. 23. 2 Fpiftle xi. 22, 23, was head 
or chief among them, and on that account put 
himfelf upon an equality, in his apoftolic character, 
with Paul, and that the others acted at leaft in a 
meafure, if not wholly by his inftruétion and aw 
thority, and with him were deceitful workers trans- 
forming themfelves into the apoftles and mimfters 
of Chrift. 

The Apoftles ftiling him Satan, or an adverfary, 
3. e. tohim and his doétrine, is not much unlike 
what Jefus faid of Peter, that he was Satan and of 

When the Apoftle, addreffing himfelf to the 
Ephefians, Acts xx. 29. 30, faith, that after his 
departure, fhall grievous wolves enter in among, 


- you, not {paring the flock, alfo of your own 


Selves, fhall men arıfe, fpeaking perverfe things to 
draw away difciples after them, as was the conduct 
of thofe falfe apoftles at Corinth, ‘he doth not give 
-them the leaft hint that any of them would be the 
minifters of Satan. And when our Saviour foretold 
that falfe teachers, or prophets, would arife and de- 
‘ceive many by their doctrine, he did not give the 
leaft intimation of their being the agents of Satan, 
or that they would receive his tenets, or act by his 
authority. | o 
The Apoftle farth to the Ephefians, chap. 11. 2. 
That in times paft ye walked according to the 
courfe of this world, according to the prince of the 
power of the air, the fpirit that now worketh in 
the children of difobedience, among whom alfo 
we all had our converfation in times paft in the 
lufts of the flefh and of the mind. _۔۔ے‎ 
Wheover reads Romans i, i, iit, will plainly ob- 
ferve the Apoftle hath given a particular and large 


-reprefentation of the principles and conduét of the 


‘Heathens, and in general from whence they arofe ; 
“but 
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but it is certain-he hath not attributed githet to the 
~ temptations of Satan, but to the course of this 


world, or the examples ọf thofe rhey lived amongft, 


and from whom they learned them, by which they 
fulfilled the defires of the mind, &c, = 
And the Apoftle's reprefentation of the princi. 
ples and conduct of the Roman Chriftians befóre 
their converfion, as chap. vi. perfectly correfponds 
‘with the’ above chapters. See alfo Ephef iv. 17— 
22. Col. 11. £-"g. May we nat therefore, witli 
great probability, at leaft, if not with an sbfolute 
certainty, conclude, that by the Prince of the power 
of the aír, the  fpirit: that worked in the children of 
difobedience, the Apoftle did not mean a fallen 
angel, but their own corrupt and wicked defires 
and principles; befides, it fhould he remembered 
it hath been fhewed that there is not any account 
in the Old Teftament, of a fallen angel, and there» 
fore that neither Paul nor thofe Chriftians could 
know there was fuch a being, and that he tempted 
them to fulfil the defires of the mind, &e. | 
Another text I will offer to the reader's confi- 
deration is Ephef. vi. 11, Put on the whole armour 
of God, that ye may be able to ftand agninít the 
wiles of the Devil. | ٭‎ ٦ Ä 
Whoever believes that thefe Chriftians under- 
ftood the Apoftle, by the word Devil, to mean a 
fallen angel, and that they ought to ftand againft 
his wiles, Jeft they fhould fail in aéting agreeable 
to thejr Chriftian profeffion,-—-it will be natural to 
afk him from what unqueftionable records or proofs 
they received the knowledge of each? That they 
did not, nor could recejve it from the Old Tef- 
tament, hath been made evident in the preceding 


pages. Alfo there is not the leaft trace in the 


Eyangelifts that Jefus revealed either to his difci- 
ples; and it is a certain truth that they we nat 
Ä now 
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` know them from the light of nature, confequencly 


they could not underftand the Apoftle in the fenfe 
generally embraced by men at this day. But if by 
the word Devil, the Apoftle meant an adverfary 
they were well acquainted with, it muft mean men 
only who were their adverfaries ; and this appears 
to me evident from the next verfe and verfe 16. 
Compare Matt. x. 18. Mark xiii. 9, 12, 13, which 
perfectly accord with every expreffion of Jefus, in 
which he foretold to his difciples who would be 
their adverfaries. See 1 Thef. iii. 3, 4, 5. And 
whoever reads Luke’s Hiftory of the Acts, and | 
Paul’s writings, will plainly difcern that it was fuch 
the Chriftians are exhorted to ftand againft their 
wiles. = 
Befides, I may add, if they ftood againft, or re- 
lifted the wiles of an invifible fpirit, which affected 
their minds as a temptation, they muft not only 
evidently perceive its operation and influence on 
their mind, but alío diftinguifh thofe wiles from 
other excitements of temptation, arifing either 
within themfelves or from the impreffion of ex- 
ternal caufes. But I am fully convinced that there 
are no proofs or facts in Scripture to evince that 
they or any others did make fuch a diftinétion be- 
tween them ; and yet if they did not, I leave it to 
the confideration of the impartial enquirer to explairt 
clearly the means by which they could really 
know what were his wiles, and alfo when they 
ftood againft or refifted them. It is upon their 
being able to make this diftinétion that they could 
difcern and form a true judgment of the propriety 
٦ applicablenefs of the Apoftle’s exhortation to’ 
them. | 
‘The foregoing obfervations, I apprehend, may 
tend to explain our Lord's words to Pául,- Acts 
xxvi, 18. that he fent him to the Gentiles to turn 
` them 
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them from darknefs to light, and from the power 
of Satan, unto God. See v. 20. I fhould think 
it can hardly be doubted, that by the Gentiles be- 
ing in darknefs, and in the power of Satan, are 
defigned to exprefs the fame thing, and not that 
the former was the effect of the power of the lat- 
ter. After a like manner I prefume we are to 
underftand the words turned to light, or unto God, 
are expreffive of the fame ftate, i. e. their conver- 
fion. to the gofpel. Ephef. iv. 20—24. Now, 
what the ftate of darknefs is, or the fins intended, 
we learn from Rom. xiii, 12, 13, 14. The Apoftle, 
Writing to the Gentile Coloffians, ufeth expreffions 
perfectly equivalent with thofe we are confidering, 
1. 13. Who hath delivered us from the power of 
darknefs, and hath. tranflated us into the kingdom 
of his dear Son. What he intends by their hav- 
ing been in the power of. darknefs, i. e. their for- 
mer fins, js plain from ill. :—8. and Ephef. iv. 
1719. v. 8, 11, 12. E 

_ Another text, fomewhat fimilar with that in 
Ephefians ii. 2. already confidered, is what the 
Apoftle faith, 2 Cor. iv. 4. In whom the God of 
this world hath blinded the minds of them that 
believe not, left the light of the glorious gofpel of 
Chrift, who is the image of God, fhould fhine unto 
them.” By comparing thefe ‘words with chapter 


* Sir Edward Knatchball in his Annotations, renders the 
words under confideration thus :—** If our gofpel be hid, itis 
kid among thofe that are loft ; among whom God hath blinded 
the minds of the unbelievers of this age, left the light of the 
glorious gofpel of Chrift fhould fhine üngo them (that is fo 
. fhine) as that they fhould fee and underftand. See Rom, 
xi. 3,&c. 2 Thef. ii, 10, 11, 12. 

` If the Apoftle alluded to Ffaiah vi. 8, &c. it is plain that 
thei# hearing and not underfanding, &c. is repteferted 
as 
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the 3d, ‘and particularly with verfes 13, 14, 15, it 
appears very plain ‘to me, that he fpake of the un- 
believing ‘Jews refpecting their blindnefs of mind, 
i.e. -they did not fee the true defign and end of the 
law as-centering in Chrift, no more than the H- 
raélites-faw the face -of Mofes when he covered ‘it 
witha veil. That by the God of this world, the 
Apoftle did intend Satan, and that he was the real 
eaufe of the blindaefs of mind of the Jews, is plain 
to me ‘from: his own-account of it in thefe texts. 
Rom. ix. 31,32, 33. X. I—4. Xi. 7—32. 1 Cor. 
i. 22,23. See alfo ı Pet. ii. 7, 8, John ix. 39, 40, 
41. Matt. xiii. 13, 14, 15. And the Apoftle him- 
felf was a remarkable inftance of that blindneís of 
mind, -or his ignorance in unbelief, which he im- 
puted to the Jews. But, 1 judge, it will appear 
evident to every one who is converfant in his wri- 
tings, that he hath not even once attributed it to 
Satan as: the god of this world, but to other caufes, 
as manifeft facts, from whence it arofe. 1 Tim. i. 
13. .Neither hath Jefus, nor the Evangelifts, in 
any -one ‘text, afcribed the blindnefs.of mind of 
the Jews, to the God of this world, 1. e. to Satan ; 
but to very different ones that are plainly related. in 
their writings, and therefore are eafily difcerned 
and admitted by every impartial reader. 


as from God, who fent him to deliver that meflage to them. 
For though it is faid in John xii -39, 40, Therefore they 
(that, is the Jews, to whom Jefus addreffed himfelf) 
cauld not believe, becaufe that Efaias faid again, &c. Yet 
I prefume it cannot reafonably be believed that the prophet 
of himfelf was able to effect what is mentioned. 

“The true reafon or caufe of their hearing and not under. 
ftanding, &c. was their wicked principles and conduét, as 
appears plain from Ifaiah chap. i. Jer. v. 21. Ezek. xii. 2. 
And in .alike fenfe is Paul to be underftood, A@s xxviii. 
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The Apoftle Peter, in his ıft epiftle, v. 8, 9, 10, 
faith, Be fober, be vigilant, becaufe your adverfary 
the Devil, as a roaring lion, walketh about feeking 
whom he may devour, whom refift ftedfaft in the 
faith, knowing that the fame afflictions are accom- 
plifhed in your brethren that are in the world. But 
the God of all grace, who hath called us to his 
eternal kingdom, by Jefus Chrift, after that ye 
have fuffered a while, (i. e. under thofe afflictions) 
make you perfect, eftablifh, ftrengthen, fettle you. 

. This reprefentation of the Devil, or adverfary 
(they are exhorted to refift) in his eagernefs after, 
and devouring his prey, or whom he may, is ma- 
‘nifeftly taken from the lion’s ravenous fiercenefs 
after his prey; and when he has feized it, his de- 
vouring it. And whoever reads the following 
texts, befides many more, will plainly difcern it 
fully exemplified in the perfecutors of the difciples 
of Jefus, efpecially by the unbelieving Jews, in 
their ravenous fpirit and conduct towards them. 
Acts viii. 13, 21. Gal. i. 13. Acts xiii. 44, 45, 50. 
xvi. 5,6, 7, 13. XXl. 27—31. XXll. 21, 22, 23. 
xxill. 12, &c. 1 Cor. xi. 24, 25. Butthe Apoftle’s 
reprefentation does not equally, if at all, apply to 
the conduct of the Devil, who, by moft men, is 
fuppofed to attack men by his fecret or impercep- 
tible devices, or inftigations on their mind or heart. 
Even his tempting Jefus, as it is related, doth not - 
accord with Peter's reprefentation. 

I think it is natural to-fuppofe, that the afflic- 
~ trons ‘which thefe Chriftians endured, and were ac- 
complifhed, alfo in their brethren that were in the 
world, from the fame kind of adverfary, are the 
perfecutions the Apoftle mentions more at large, 
chap. iii. 12—Ig. If this is admitted, as moft 
probable, we cannot well fail in underftanding 
| him 
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him to mean the adverfary that perfecuted them. 

Perhaps to this will be objected his exhorting them 
to refift the adverfary as though he intended a per- 
fonal refiftance. But to this it may be replied, in 
his own words; it was by being ftedfaft in the 
faith, i. e. by an inflexible adherence to their pro- - 
feffion as Chriftians. There are two texts in 
which the fame original word occurs, that may 
ferve to illuftrate and confirm this ta be his mean- 
ing. Our Saviour told his Apoftles, Luke xxi. 15, 
I will give you a mouth and wifdom, which all 
your adverfaries fhall not be able to refit. This 
was exemplified in Stephen, Acts vi. 9. 10. The 
unbelieving Jews were not able .to refi the wif- 

dom and the fpirit by which he fpake to them. 
In this cafe there was refifting on both fides ; on 
his it was by the wifdom and the {pirit. 

To thofe Peter wrote to there was no difficulty 
jn their knowing what were their own afflictions 
and thofe of their brethren that were in the world, | 
but there feems to me a very conliderable one at- 
tending their knowing what they were, 1f under- 
ftood, of the wiles or devices of an invifible fpirit 
on their hearts or minds. . 

Should it be faid that the Devil ftirred up or 
excited their enemies to perfecute them, and in that 
fenfe he exhorted them to refift him; I anfwer, 
that in the many texts in the Evangelifts in which 
Jefus declared to his apoftles and difciples what it 
was that would ftir up their enemies to perfecute 
them, he has not even once attributed it to the 
Devil. Neither hath Luke, in his Hiftory of the ~ 
Apoftles, in. defcribing the perfecutions they met 
with, even in one text, attributed it to him. In- 
ftead of this, Jefus and that hiftorian have afcribed 
it to other and very different caufes that are therein 
_ related, and very much becaufe. they = 
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his difciples.; or, as he faid, If they perfecute me, 
they will alfo perfecute you. | 

There is one text in the 1 Epiftle to the Theffa- 
lonians, that, 1 judge, will illuftrate and confirm 
the foregoing explication of that under confidera- 
tion, chap. il. 18. Wherefore we would have come 
unto you (even I, Paul) once and again, but Satan 


bindered us. In looking into Acts xvil. it appears, . 


- that after he had converted many of the Thefíalo- 
nians to the faith of Chrift, or that they had obeyed 
the gofpel he preached to them, the unbelieving 
Jews feeing his fuccefs, ftirred up the bafer fort -of 
the people, and raifed fo great a perfecution againft 
him, and the new converts, that the brethren 
judged it expedient to fend away Paul by night, 
in a fecret manner, who went to Berea, where, for 
fome time, he preached the gofpel, and converted 
many of them. Upon thofe ‘Jews at Theffalonica, 
hearing of this, they came there alfo, and acted 
after a like manner; upon which account. the. bre- 
thren fent Paul away to Athens, fome of whom ac- 
companted him, but Timothy and Silas continued 
behind. In this. ftate of things the Apoftle left his 
new converts at Theffalonica, at which. his mind 
was fo uneafy, that when Timothy came to him at 
Athens, he fent him back to them, that he. might 
comfort and eftablifh them :in :their faith - under 
their perfecutions ; who, on his return to Corinth, 
Ads xviu. 5. brought him a moft agreeable ac- 
count of their ftedfaftnefs in the faith, Ona view 
of this ftate. of things, there feems to be great diff- 
culty :in Judging .who the Satan, or adverfary ‚is, 
that hindered ‘him from returning to them, as he 
had more chan once .wifhed to.do, namely, the 
perfecuting Jews. | 
That which adds fome force to this explication, 
is, what ke. fays,- chap, Hi. 4, 5 6. - For, w 
: | ‚ when 
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when: we were with you we told you befare,. thas 
we fhould fuffer tribulation, even as it came to: pafs, 
and ye know, for this caufe, when I. could no 
longer forbear, I fent to know your faith, left, by 
fome means, the tempter having tempted you, and 
our labour be in vain, &c. The tempter likely to 
tempt them, appears evident from the context, 1. e. 
the perfecuting Jews, by whom they fuffered tri- 
bulation, as well as himfelf. 

The Apoftle James, in chap. iv. 7. faith, refift 
the Devil, and he will flee from you. In verfes 
5, 6, he tells them, The fpirit, or temper that 
dwells in fome of them, lufteth to envy. But to 
thofe. who endeavoured to. govern it, he affures 
them for their encouragement, that God giveth 
more grace, but he refifteth the proud and envicus, 
but giveth grace unto the humble. And then he 
very juftly exhorts them to fubmit themfelves to 
God, i.e. to his grace; refift the Devil and he 
will flee from you. Draw nigh to God, and he will 
draw nigh to you. If, by their refifting the Devil, 
the Apoftte means the fpirit of pride and envy ex- 
cited or ftirred up in them by him; or that by his 
fecret influence he ftrengthened it, than for the 
e to Judge of the propriety and juftnefs of 

is exhortation, they muft have clear evidence by 
= which they could know it was really produced or 
wrought in them by the Devil, unlefs the Apoftle 
and the períons believed it never exifted in the 
minds of men, but from that caufe alone; which, 
I prefume, no one will attempt to prove, much 
lefs effe& it. For if it is allowed, as furely it will, 
that the fpirit of pride may be, and is often pro- 
duced in the mind of man, from very different 
caufes, both internal as well as external. If this is 
allowed, then the perfon in whom it dwells, muft, 
as was obferved, have a real inward perception, or 
۱ | evidence, 
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evidence, by which he can and actually did diftin- 
guifh its arifing from the excitation or influence of 
the Devil, and not from other and very different 
caufes, re he would not have been able to 
know, with any real certainty, it arofe from him. 
For if he is incapable of making that diftindtion, 
he certainly cannot know whether he refifts the 
Devil, or any internal or outward well known 
cau‘e, or caufes, from whence that fpirit lufting in 
him, may be, or is produced: and when not re- 
fitted, fhews itfelf in envy to others. 

And, I perfuade myfelf, there is not now any ra- 


tional man who believes that Satan does tempt. 


men to be proud, or envious, that can make that 
diftinétion, or difcrimination between that which 
is excited in him by Satan, and what arifes from 
his natural paffion not duly governed, and from 
whence he is drawn into fin. This pride and envy 


the Apoftle fpeaks of, feems, from the context, to 


be the adverfary they were to refift, and concern- 
ing which they were competent judges; but, I 
apprehend, they were not, as it refpected an in- 
- vifible fpirit. Indeed, did it appear that the facred 
writers have always, or very generally attributed 
_ pride, or the ufual effect of it, envy, to the fecret 
inftigation of the Devil, as a fallen angel, there 
would be fome reafon to believe that the Apoftle 
intended him in the text under confideration ; but, 
I prefume, it will not be found thus reprefented i in 
any of thofe writings. 

Similar with the Apoftle’s words, are thofe of 
Paul, Ephef. iv. 29, 27, Be ye angry and fin not; 
let not the fun go down upon your wrath, neither 
give place to the Devil. The above obfervation, 
I judge, will apply equally to thefe words, becaufe 
no one can really diftinguifh between anger and its 
و‎ 35 ale from any external caufe, affecting 


that 
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that paffion, and what may be effected in him by 
the influence of an invifible fpirit. | | 

In chap. 1. 14, 15, the Apoftle hath given a very 
plain account of what are the inward natural caufes 
in every man, of his being tempted,.i. e. when he 
is drawn away of his own luft, and enticed. Then 
when luft hath conceived, it bringeth forth fin. 
This is fo entirely correfpondent to the natural and 
- univeríal experience of every man, that 1 fhould 
judge it will be admitted is not only juftly founded, 
but fo far as men really know what pafles within 
themfelves, is the original, inward, and true caufe 
of their being tempted to fin. 

The Apoftle John, in his 1 Epiftle i. 8. 10, 
faith, He that committeth fin is of the Devil, for | 
the Devil finneth. from the beginning. For this 
purpofe the Son of God was manifefted that he 
might deftroy the works of the Devil. In this the 
children of God are manifeft, and the children of 
the Devil. Whoever doth not righteoufnefs is 
not of God, neither he that loveth not his bro- 
ther. Underftanding thefe words literally and 
without limitation, and comparing them with chap. 
v. 18, 19, fome may be ready to fuppofe he be- 
lieved and has afferted, that every wicked action 
men commit, originates from the influence or de- 
vices of the Devil in their heart, and that Jefus 
was fent to deftroy his power in them, or his ‘work 
manifeft in their conduct. 

The Apoftle faith of Cain, verfe 12, he was of | 
that wicked one, or one of the children of the | 
Devil; as v. 10. who flew his brother, or did not 
love him, and wherefore flew he him, becaufe his 
own works were evil, and his brother’s righteous. 
Thefe words may affift us in explaining thofe un- 
der confideration, and the laft cited text; for he 
himfelf has here affigned the real and true caufe 
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from whence Cain was excited to commit that 
wicked action. And this perfectly agrees with 
what is related in Gen. iv. 4, &c. where it is faid, 
The Lord had refpe& unto Abel, and to his offer- 
ing; but unto Cain and his offering he had not 
refpect, and Cain was very wrath, and his coun-. 
tenance fell. To whom the Lord faid, Why art 
thou wrath, and why: is thy countenance fallen? If 
thou doft well fhalt thou not be accepted; and if 
thou doft not well, fin lieth at the door, Under 
this ftate of Cain’s mind, and his fuffering his wrath 
to overcome his reafon, and his not being influ- 
enced by what the Lord faid to him, it is manifeft 
he was excited to kill his brother ; or, in the words 
of the Apoftle James, juft cited, He was tempted 
being drawn away by his own luft, and enticed 5 
and when luft had conceived, it brought forth fin. 
In the above chapter it is indifputable that there is 
not the leaft intimation of Cain’s being tempted 
to that action by the imftigation of the Devil, 
as a fallen angel, as was noted. The Apoftle 
hath affigned the true caufe of his flaying his 
brother, which coincides with what is related in 
Genefis. Seeing then he fpeaks of Cain as of that 
wicked one, or one of the children of the Devil, 
though it doth in the laft appear frofm Genefis, nor 
his own words, that he was excited to it by him, 
but by his own wrath againft his brother. Why 
fhould it be believed he attributes his fin, or that 
-of all other men, to the wicked one, or the Devil. 
By either of thofe words one would therefore ra- 
ther be led to belive the Apoftle intends an adver- 
fary like as was that to Cain, i. e. mens unfubdued 
paffions, or defires; and on that account he calls 
them the children of the: Devil, or of the wicked 
one; and from mens having been influenced there- 
by, the world laid in wickedneß, correfpondent 

to 
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to which the Apoftle fpeaks of the Gentile world, 
Ephef. v. 6. Col. iii. 6. That they were the chil- 
dred of difobedience. Or to the Theflalonians, 
they were children of the night, and of darknefs ; 
or, in our Lord’s words to the unbelieving Jews, 
‘That they were the children of thofe men who in 
ages paít killed the prophets. Compare what hath 
been obferved with Rom. vi. in which chapter the 
Apoftle attributes the wickednefs of the Heathen 
world to a like adverfary that led Cain to flay his 
brother, i. e. they yielded their members or paf- 
fions as inftruments of unrighteoufnefs unto fin ; 
or by obeying the lufts of their mortal body, fin 
reigned in and over them. To reform men from 
their fins which arofe from thofe caufes, as their 
adverfary was one of the primary ends and pur- 
pofes for which the Son of God was manifefted 
that he might deftroy thofe works; or, in the 
words of the Apoftle John, the works of the 
Devil | 

That which will much illuftrate what I have 
obferved, are the exhortations of the Apoftle Paul 
to thofe in whom Chrift, by his minifters, had 
deftroyed their wicked works. And the whole of 
it is comprehended in the laft cited chapter. To 
whom he faith, Let not fin reign in your mortal 
body, that ye fhould obey it in the lufts thereof, 
&c. and add, Ephef. v. 25, 26, 27. iv. 17—29. 
v. 3, dc. Col. ill. 5—ro. 

In further fupport and illuftration of the fore- 
going fcripture proofs and obfervations, fhewing 
it is at leaft highly probable, if not abfolutely cer- 
_ tain, that the paffages I have quoted, are not to be 
underftood, in the common acceptation, of the real 
exiftence of a fallen angel, and that he tempts men 
‘to fin, I will offer what the Apoftle faith, Gal. iv. 
17. Rom. vii. 21, 22, 23, compared with vi. 
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11—20. In chap. vii. he clearly defcribes the 


Jews as finners under the law, wherein it is ex- 


ceeding evident to me, he reprefents the inward 
man as confifting of two parts ; one is, his reafon 
and conícience; the other, his feveral paffions and 


appetites. The former are appointed by the Au- 


.* thor of his being, to rule or govern the latter; 
and when they are not under its direction and con- 
trol, they move and excite him to finful actions, in 


oppofition to his reafon and confcience. And he . 


as plainly defcribes the inward ftruggle, or conflict 
between them; one as the law of his mind, and the 
other the law of his members ; and that when the 


latter prevails over the former, he is brought into | 


captivity to fin ; or, in his own words, I find then 
a law, that when I would do good, evil is prefent 
with me; or, I fee a law in my members warring 
againft the law of my mind, and bringing me into 
captivity to the law of fin, which is in my mem- 
bers; or, as he exprefles it in other words in the 
Galatians, The flefh lufteth. againft the fpirit, and 
the fpirit againft the flefh; and thefe are contrary 
the one to the other, fo that ye do not the things 
‘that ye would. The lufts of the fleíh are parti- 
cularly mentioned, Rom. 1, 19, &c. Gal. v. 19, 
20, 21. 

I cannot avoid particularly abferving, that in the 
fore-cited chapters the Apoftle hath not even hinted 
that the members of the man who is captivated by 
fin, is excited or ftirred up, or brought into that 
- ftate by Satan, but entirely by his own ungoverned 
lufts, or inordinate defires warring againít the law 
` of his mind. And yet, 1 fhould think, it will be 
allowed to be natural to expect he. would have 
mentioned this with the other caufes of it, efpe- 
cially confidering what he has particularly faid upon 
that lubjeét, had he been of the fame opinion with 
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moft men at this day, who attribute almoft, if not 
all the fins which men commit, to the devices of © 
Satan. | 

1 fhall here fubjoin Mr. Farmer’s explication of 
fome texts where the words Devil and Satan occur, 
and I will here produce feveral paflages from the 
New Teftament :—Have not I (faith Chrift) cho- 
fen you twelve, and one of you is a Devil? —He 


' here refers to the traitor, who was not the chief 


of fallen angels, but one who acted the part of an 
enemy in betraying his mafter. Neither give 
place to the Devil; that is, give no occafion to the 
railer or flanderer to reproach your religion ; which 
is the fenfe given of this paflage by Erafmus and 
others. A Bifhop mutt not be a novice, or a new 
convert, left, being lifted up with pride, he falls 
into the condemnation of the Devil, or calumnia- 
tor. Moreover he muft have a good report of 


_ them that are without, left he fhould fall into re- 


proach, and the {nare of the Devil, or the adver- 
fary and the flanderer. It is hard to fay what pe- 
culiar advantage the Devil might derive from a 
Bifhop’s want of a good report of them that are 
without ; but it is eafy to fee that.this would ex- 
pofe him to the cenfure and to the ftratagems of 
the enemies of religion, who might try to fhame 
him out of thofe principles, which ferved only to 


“reproach and condemn him. The term Devil, is 


ufed in the plural number, in the New Teftament, 
juft as Satan is in the Old; when it cannot refer 
to fallen angels. St. Paul, in two of his epiftles, 


-forbids women to be Devils, rendered flanderers, 


and falíe accufers. 1 Tim. tii. 11. Titus ti. 3. In 
this lenfe it'is uled of men, 2 Tim, iii. 3, and ren- 

dered falfe accufers. 
In the 1 Epiftle to the Corinthians, chap. v. s, 
are thefe words refpecting the inceftuous member 
A | of 
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of that congregation :—To deliver fuch an one 
unto Satan for the deftruction of the flefh, that the 
fpirit may be faved in the day of the Lord Jefus, 
` To an attentive and unbiaffled man who reads 
thefe words and the context, I believe he will find 
it extremely difficult to form a juft conception in 
what fenfe the perfon was to be delivered unto, or 
put in the power of Satan, if underftood to be an 
invifible fpirit, efpecially to anfwer the end there 
mentioned ; for it cannot confiftent with reafon be 
fuppofed, much’ lefs believed, that a malevolent 
fpirit, being the avowed enemy of man, as is ge- 
nerally believed he is, would exert his power over 
him, to effect that falutary end; but on the con- 
trary, try his utmoft to continue his impenitence 
perpetual, that he might not be faved. If we may 
be permitted to fuppofe, that by his being delivered 
unto Satan, means not only his being feparated from 
the congregation, equally as he was before his con- 
verfion ; but alfo excluded from the benefits he en- 
joyed as a member of Chrift's body; and that this 
would have a very probable tendency to bring him 
to a true fenfe of his crime, that he might be faved. 
It will, I prefume, be the moft natural and rational 
explication of the Apoftle’s general meaning, and 
which feems to be confirmed from the effect it 
produced, as mentioned by him, 2 Ephef, ii. 5, 
&c. vil. 12. | 
Somewhat fimilar to the inceftuous Corinthian 
being delivered unto Satan, &c. is what the Apoftle 
mentions, ı Tim. iii. 20, of his conduct towards 
Hymencus and Alexander, whom he had delivered 
unto Satan, that they might learn not to blafpheme. 
But can any rational man really believe, that if 
they had been delivered into the power of a malig- 
nant fpirit, the fuppofed enemy of man, that he 
would have exerted it to reform them from their 
Ä ` wicked 
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wicked conduct, that they might not in future 
blafpheme, but act confiftent with their Chriftian 
character ?—I prefume he cannot believe this of 
him, but, on the contrary, that he would have 
exerted his influence over them to continue it. 
Whatever therefore the Apoftle meant by the 
word Satan, he cannot in reafon be underítood to 
intend a malignant apoftate angelic fpirit. 

Should any one fuppofe that by delivering either 
of the perfons unto Satan, the Apoftle intends his 
inflicting on them fome bodily or mental diforder, 
by which means the former might be faved in the 
day of the Lord Jefus, and the latter perfons learn 
thereby not to blafpheme ; it may be juftly replied, 
that fuch a fuppofition hath not the :leaft counte- 
nance or fupport from any thing of the kind in alk 
the Bible, and therefore is inadmiffible in explain- 
ing the genuine meaning of the Apoftle. Should 


it be urged that the bodily and mental diforders 


which the Demoniacs were afflicted with, related 


in the Evangelifts, were inflicted by the Devil, as 


a fallen angel, it may be juftly replied, that they 
are not attributed to fuch a being, but to a demon 
or demons, i. e. the foul or fpirit of man departed. 
For in every inftance which in our tranflation the 
word Devil or Devils, is rendered Diamonion 
and not Diabolos. 

In reference to this very cafe of the offender, 
the Apoftle faith to his brethren, chap. ii. 10, 11, 
that he forgave him upon his repentance in the 
perfon, or by the authority of Chrift, and that 
the brethren ought to do the like, for which he 
affigns this reafon,' viz. Left Satan get an advan- 
tage of us, for we are not ignorant of his devices. 
If the Apoftle and his brethren were not ignorant, 
but really knew what they were; or as the origi- 
nal word is rendered the mind, as chap. iii. 24. 

1V. 4. 
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iv. 4. Xl. 3. Of Satan; it is certain they were 
better qualified to prevent his getting an advan- 
tage of them, than all other men who have not 
that knowledge of his devices; but if they really” 
had that knowledge of them, it is natural to afk 
from whence or by what means they obtained it, 
for it is certain that they could not, from any part 
of the Old Teftament writings, know not that 
there is fuch a being as a fallen angel, as I have 
made appear. oo 

By Satan, or theenemy, I think it probable the 
Apoftle means the enemies of the Chriftian reli- 
gion, who might take advantage by refufing to 
receive the penitent offender again into their fel- 
lowfhip, by reprefenting them as rigoroufly in- 
flexible in their conduét towards them. | 

Should it be objeéted that the Apoftle ufeth the 
word Satan in the fingular, and therefore that my 
explication of many enemies doth not accord there- 
with; I anfwer, fo he does of the word Satan and 
Tempter, in 1 Theff. ii. 18, ii. 5. But I have 
fhewed it to be at leaft very probable that he 
means the Jews who were his and their enemies. 

Since the publication of this Tract, it hath been 
objected that the opinion therein maintained is in- 
jurious to practical religion, by inducing men to 
believe that they have no other enemy to encounter 
with, but what arifes from themfelves and the {nares 
of the world ;—I know of no better anfwer to it, 
‘than the Apoftle James hath given, in the words 
already cited. That every man is tempted when 
he is drawn away. of his own luft and enticed, &c. 
See Matt. xill. 21, 22, 23. Mark iv. 17, 18, 19. 
And this is unqueftionably confirmed from the ex- 
perience of every finner, at this time, and in all 
paft ages, and alfo from the teftimony of all hiftory, 
‘ both facred and prophane. 

CONCLU- 
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CONCLUSION. 


7 F.the explanation of the paflages quoted in the 


preceding pages, are juftly founded and ad- 


“mitted, it will have an immediate and happy ten- 


dency to relieve thé minds of tliofe who believe, 


that at certain times they are conflicting with the 


fecret and evil fuggeftions of Satan, and the influ- 
ence they judge they have upon their heart, as what 
occafions much difquietude and perplexity, and in- 
terrupts their peace ; and in fome perfons this is 


‘very confiderable. 


To thofé who niay fee juft reafon to be of the 
fame opinion with the writer, will plainly fee, that 


‘much of the fubjeét of fermonizing is not founded 


in fcripture, but arifes from miftaking, or not clearly 
e dé. Å.. . 
underftanding the genuirie meaning of thofe writers 


onthe fubject here difcuffed. To fhew men in the 


cleareft manner by whaf means, or from what real 


and apparent caufes they are liable to, or are 
‘temptéd fo fin, which they themfelves are capable 


of perceiving with certainty, from what pafles 
within them, or their own inward feeling or expe- 
tience; or that every man is tempted when he is 
drawn away of his own luft and enticed ; and that 
luft when it hath conceived, bringeth forth fin, vill 
tertainly have a plain and direét tendency to warn 


them againít if; and if thereby they are drawn into - 


fin, by what means they may deliver themfelves out 
of it, i.e. by over-ruling or fubduing their lufts, or 
evil defires for the future. But to exhort men to 
tefift a tempter, whofe fuggeftions or devices ont 
7% I their 
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their hearts, they are not able to diftinguifh from 
their own evil lufts or defires, muft, I prefume, ap- 
pear to every rational man, but of little praétical 
ufe ; whereas that which was juft mentioned they 
perfectly well know, becaufe it is grounded upon 
almoft every day’s experience in themfelves and in 
others. Ä TE 

In the foregoing pages 1 have offered. td the 
teader”s confideration every material paflage in the 
New Teftament, where in general or particular is 
related the devices or temptations of the Devil, &c. 
with my obfervations and explications of them, As 
I am convinced, they run counter to the very gene- 
ral and long eftablifhed opinion which men of. every 
denomination have of Satan, &c. and of his. tempt- 
ing men to fin, I muft beg a truce with fuch per- 
fons, requefting that with as little bias and preju- 


dice as they are capable of, they will examine the 


feveral texts I have offered, and the contexts, and 
weigh the evidence on which they have been ex- 
plained, as what appears to me to be their genuine 
import; and I would hope that the fenfible and dif- 
cerning part of my readers will not fuffer them- 
felves to be influenced and governed in their judg- 
ment by the antiquity of their opinion, or, becapfe 
it has been fanctioned by many men of diftinguifhed 
learning and abilities, who, in their annotations on 
thofe paffages, have given a very different fenfe of 


è 


them than 1 have offered.* - 


® The veneration that men haye for writings. of great 
- name and eminent piety, incline them to admit all their 
opinions at once, without examination ; ‘on the other hand 
they reject, without hefitation, the doétrines propofed:to 
them by thofe who are cenfured as impiaus and prophane ; 
Fearing to partake of other mens, guilt, they dread convic- 
ion as a crime, FARMER. 

There 
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There is one opinion refpecting Satan, or the 


‘Devil, that in this enlightened age is very much, if 


not entirely relinquifhed, which, for many ages ` 
ft was univerfally, or at leaft very generally be- 
‘lieved to be founded upon the teftimony of fcrip- 


‘ture; and that is his bewitching men, by having 


pofleffion in them, or, at leaft, by his fecret influ- 


ence on their mind. And were men as calmly and 


with a like unprejudiced mind, to attend to the 
texts already cited, and the explication given of 
them, it is probable they will fee juft reafon to 


alter their opinion of his tempting men to fin; as 
‘what appears to me is alike unfounded in thofe 
` writings. At leaft, in reading thefe pages, it is 
poffible they may difcern clearer and ftronger proofs 


on the oppofite fides of the queftion, than they ap- 


prehend could be offered in favor of it. 


Should the foregoing explication of the paffages 


“which reprefent Satan as a tempter of men to fin, 


appear to be the true meaning of them, I prefume 
it will. tend to remove an objection which fome 
perfons may make againft Revelation, or thofe 
parts of it. For, I fhould judge, it will be allowed, 
at leaft, by many perfons, that exclufive of fuch a 
tempter, or that men derive any moral corruption 
from the fin of their firft parents, they are of them- 
felves too much inclined or prone to tranfgrefs the 


law of their nature and the precepts of Revelation. 


For to fuppofe that they are under the power or 
influence of thofe two additonal excitements to it, 
muft lay fuch a ftröng bias upon their rational 
powers, or the law of the mind, in their choofing 


‘or willing what ıs right and their duty to perform, 


as cannot but place them in a {tate exceedingly dif- 
advantageous to their moral and religious improve- 
ment, efpecially thofe of them who have not the 
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advantage Of knowing the precepts and motives 
contained in Revelation; and which, if admitted, 
may be found not reconcileable with the goodnefs 
of God, their Creator,* . | 

That man is liable to be tempted to fin by his 
own paffions, or inordinate defires, when they are 
not properly governed, exclufive of any moral taint 
or corruption, he is by many fuppofed to dérive 
from the fin of his firft parents, is undeniable from 
their firft tranfgreffion ; who, it is certain, were not 
from thence in the leaft excited or influenced to 
tranfgrefs againft the pofitive law of God given 
them. | | 

If the explication I have given of tne texts cited 
in the preceding pages, be juftly founded, it is pof- 
fible the following objection may be made to it, 
which is, How, or by what means are we to ac- 
count for what Jefus, the Evangelift, and the 
Apoftles have faid of Satan ot the Devil, as a being 
then exifting, if there really be no fuch being? 
For, it will be urged, that what they have faid of 
his acts, implies it; and alío their exhortations to 
refift his devices and temptations.—To which I 
anfwer, if there be any force in the objection, it 
equally applies to what they have faid of Demons, 
which, in a like manner fuppofes not only their ex- 
iftence, but alfo their having power to pofleís the 
bodies of men, and produce diforders in them, 


iuch as are related in the New Teftament; and 


-* Tfubmit it to the deliberate judgment of the intelli- 
gent and ‘enlightened: reader, whether the belief of Satants 
being the principal if not the fole caufe of mens finning, 
and confequently of the effects refulting from it are not too 
coincident with and patronizes the Manichian opinion of an 
evil principle to be admitted by thofe who profefs the Chrif- 
tian religion, which plainly teaches them that God alone 
rules and governs over all his mortal creatures, 3 
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wet, notwithftanding this, I prefume it is a truth 


not to be difproved or juftly controverted, ‚that. 
neither the Evangelifts, nor the Apoftles had, or . 


could have received any real knowledge of either 
of thofe things; and for thefe unanfwerable rea- 
fons, viz. Becaule there is not any revelation made 
of them in the Old Teftament ; and it is impoffible 
by the light of their natural reafon, or underftand- 
ing, they could derive any knowledge of them, 
any more than it refpeéts Satan, and for the fame 
reafons. 

And there is not the leaft account ın the New 
Teftament that Jefus revealed thofe things to the 
Apoftles or Evangelifts. 

To me it appears, that the only obvious method 
of anfwering the objection, or accounting for what 
thofe perfons have mentioned of demons is, by ad- 
mitting the diforders or infirmities of mens bodies 
to be natural indifpofitions, and not the-effects of a 


poffeffing demon, or an human departed Spirit. Sp 


likewife what they have faid of Satan and his acts, 


may, on a like ground, be confidered as the lufts 


or evil defires of men, excited inthem from various 
caufes, by which, as the Apoftle James faith, every 
man is tempted when he is drawn away of his own 


‘tuft, and enticed; and when luft hath conceived, 


it bringeth forth fin, 

I readily own, that were there any clear revela- 
tion, in the Old Teftament, of a fallen angel, and 
that he tempted men to fin, it would certainly be 


very natural to underftand the feveral texts I have ۲ 


cited, in the common acceptation of them ; but, as 
I have jut obferved, there is not in thole writings 
any mention of either of thofe particulars. 

If the foregoing proois, from Scripture, and the 
ob/ervations founded thereon, are admitted, as en- 
tire ]y invalicat ng the common op nio. ira 
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` the Devil, or Satan, and his tempting men to fin, 


it eventually and decidediy proves that the Heathen 
oracles and the Priefts and Prieftefles being infpired 
by fuch a bemg, is entirely groundleßs, there being 
not the leaft proof of their reality ; but they wholly 
originated from, and were fupported by the cunning 


and artful. Whether the learned or unlearned, or 


both, who were concerned therein, and who, there- 

fore, whether from finifter or political ends, or 

both, impofed on the weaknefs and credulity of the 
eople. 

E And thefe obfervatioris, and the conclufion juft 

mentioned, are equally true, as it refpeéts demons, 

1. e. the fouls of men departed, whether of heroes 


or others. 


POSTSCRIPT. 


If the foregoing proofs, from Scripture, and the | 


reafoning deduced from them, that there is not any 


‘real evidence of there being any fallen angel, or 
angels; and that they tempt men to fin, is juftly 


founded, it will eventually and decidedly prove, 
that no man in any paft age of the world, hath 
been poffefied by one of them; and, confequently, 
that any bodily or mental diforders, or both, that 
have, by Dr. Worthington and others, been afcribed 
to their power in, or over men, is wholly void of 
any evident or real proof’ from Scripture; and 
confequently, that the teftimony of the Fathers in 
the primitive ages, or by any other writers in mote 
modern ones, have not any real foundation in truth, 


‘notwithftanding the very circumftantial relations 


they gave of them, and confequently, that the 
many accounts which thofe writers give of the 
manner or the means by ‘which they have afferted 
that luch a fpirit, or fpirits were expelled or eaft 

out 
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out of the bodies of men, cannot be admitted, but 
muft be attributed to the miftaken Opinion they 
had concerning fuch a being, and his power over 
men; and therefore, that in thofe relations there js 
not any real evidence or proof for the truth of the 
Chriftian religion; however they, were then and 


' 


` have fince been urged to that purpofe even in this 


age. 

E? afferting and maintaining what I have juft 
mentioned, as what appears to me is built upon 
unqueftionable evidence, I know I differ very 
much from men of high repute for their great 
learning and abilities, who have been, and ftill are 
advocates for the contrary opinion, . 

Whatever credit is juftly due to the Writings of 
the Fathers as it refpects their account of real 
tranfactions which then took place, and of which 
they were competent to judge, and in recording 
which, their minds were not influenced by any 
{trong religious prejudices of education, may be 
admitted; yet, in the cafes we have mentioned, 
there is, in my Opinion, juft ground to difbelieve 
them, as what neither Scripture nor any real facts 
evince the truth of. To urge, that fome of the 
Fathers, and other writers fince, were men of great 
abilities and learning, as well as of integrity, which 
I do not deny, and therefore that they were com- 
petent to judge in fuch cafes as we are mentioning, 
is not, in my opinion, a fufficient fecurity againft 
their being miftaken concerning them, as not vifi- 
ble to their notice and infpection, and in which 
they were liable to be mifguided-in their judgment 
by the ftrength of rooted prejudices, not only from 
education, but by the concurring fentiments of 
many others their cotemporaries, Ä 
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